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Senate 
The Senate met at 2 p.m. and was 

called to order by the Honorable RICH-
ARD BLUMENTHAL, a Senator from the 
State of Connecticut. 

PRAYER 

The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of-
fered the following prayer: 

Let us pray. 
Almighty and everlasting God, who 

governs all things in Heaven and 
Earth, mercifully hear our suppli-
cations and give us Your peace. 

Lord, give our lawmakers this day 
the grace and wisdom to measure per-
sonal convictions in the light of truth 
and courage. Empower them to act 
consistent with enlightened con-
science, however costly to personal am-
bition. Give them such a sense of duty 
that they may leave nothing they 
ought to do undone. Infuse them with a 
sense of gratitude that they may offer 
thanks to You by striving to do Your 
will. 

We pray in Your holy Name. Amen. 
f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The Honorable RICHARD BLUMENTHAL 
led the Pledge of Allegiance, as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

f 

APPOINTMENT OF ACTING 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will please read a communication 
to the Senate from the President pro 
tempore (Mr. INOUYE). 

The legislative clerk read the fol-
lowing letter: 

U.S. SENATE, 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE, 

Washington, DC, November 7, 2011. 
To the Senate: 

Under the provisions of Rule I, paragraph 
3, of the Standing Rules of the Senate, I 
hereby appoint the Honorable RICHARD 
BLUMENTHAL, a Senator from the State of 

Connecticut, to perform the duties of the 
Chair. 

DANIEL K. INOUYE, 
President pro tempore. 

Mr. BLUMENTHAL thereupon as-
sumed the chair as Acting President 
pro tempore. 

f 

RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY 
LEADER 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The majority leader is recog-
nized. 

Mr. REID. I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

f 

SCHEDULE 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, following 
leader remarks, the Senate will be in a 
period of morning business until 5 p.m., 
with Senators permitted to speak for 
up to 10 minutes each. 

Following morning business, the Sen-
ate will resume consideration of H.R. 
674. At approximately 5:30 p.m., the 
Senate will vote on the motion to in-
voke cloture on the motion to proceed 
to that matter. 

f 

VOW TO HIRE HEROES ACT 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, every man 
and woman who puts on the uniform of 
the U.S. Armed Forces takes a solemn 
oath to support and defend the Con-
stitution against all enemies. With 
that oath comes an obligation: to de-
fend the freedoms for which this noble 
Nation stands and upon which it was 
founded, without regard to personal 
price. 

For this service, the United States 
makes a promise to our soldiers, sail-
ors, marines, and airmen in return. 
That promise isn’t about flag waving 
or yellow ribbons. It lasts long after 
the parades and holidays are over, 
through every day and every year of 
their lives. It is a guarantee that the 
American dream, for which every serv-
icemember fights—and for which many 
of their comrades have died—will be 
waiting for them when they return. 

Since September 11, 2001, this coun-
try has allowed that promise to lapse. 
Today, there are 240,000 unemployed 
veterans. These are veterans in the 
fight against global terrorism. Among 
veterans who have served since Sep-
tember 11, unemployment is more than 
12 percent—more than 3 percentage 
points higher than among the general 
population. Among the youngest vet-
erans—those under age 25—the unem-
ployment rate is 22 percent. 

These young men and women volun-
teered to fight terrorism abroad, but 
their struggles didn’t end when they 
came home. Despite their service and 
experience, one-quarter of a million 
post-9/11 veterans can’t find employ-
ment in today’s dismal economy and 
rapidly changing workforce. 

It is time for this country to make 
good on its promise. As we pay tribute 
this week to the millions of American 
veterans who have faithfully served our 
flag, Democrats want to introduce leg-
islation to put those men and women 
back to work. VOW to Hire Heroes is 
the name of the legislation. This will 
offer tax credits to companies that hire 
unemployed veterans or veterans who 
were discharged in the last 5 years. The 
legislation will give an additional tax 
credit to the firms that hire unem-
ployed veterans with service-related 
disabilities. Disabled veterans will also 
be eligible for an additional year of vo-
cational rehab and employment bene-
fits under this legislation. 
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The plan makes transition assist-

ance—including resume-writing work-
shops and career counseling—manda-
tory for all servicemembers being dis-
charged. Although our veterans are 
coming home with greater technical 
and leadership skills than ever before, 
those skills don’t always translate to a 
civilian resume. This program will help 
bridge that gap. 

Many Federal agencies, such as the 
VA and Homeland Security, badly need 
employees with the unique skills vet-
erans possess. This legislation will also 
make it possible for servicemembers to 
apply for those jobs before they leave 
the military. This will allow soldiers to 
transition from serving their country 
in uniform to serving the civilian world 
without a gap in their employment. 

To keep our promise to older vet-
erans, the legislation will expand edu-
cation and training opportunities at 
community colleges and technical 
schools for 100,000 unemployed veterans 
who served before September 11. Demo-
crats believe we owe it to the men and 
women who have fought for us to fight 
for them here at home. 

The VOW to Hire Heroes is our fourth 
attempt to pass commonsense legisla-
tion that puts Americans back to work 
and helps jump-start our economy. 
Senate Republicans unanimously op-
posed our last three jobs bills, although 
those bills had the support of the vast 
majority of Americans—Republicans, 
Democrats, and Independents alike. 
Meanwhile, Republicans have yet to 
propose a single idea of their own to 
create jobs. Their obstruction has cost 
hundreds of thousands of teacher and 
first responder jobs, it has cost hun-
dreds of thousands of construction 
jobs, and put reconstruction of our Na-
tion’s crumbling roads, bridges, and 
runways on hold. 

Now we will see whether the Senate 
Republicans are willing to put jobs for 
veterans at risk as well. I certainly 
hope they are not. I hope they will join 
us this week in supporting the legisla-
tion that uses ideas originally proposed 
by Republicans and Democrats to put 
this Nation’s veterans back to work 
without adding a penny to the deficit. 

I believe every man and woman serv-
ing in the Senate today is a patriot. I 
know each and every one of us supports 
the members of the U.S. armed services 
and is grateful to every veteran who 
has served. This week we have the op-
portunity to express our gratitude and 
our patriotism with action. 

So far, Republicans have stood firm 
against even the most reasonable plan 
to create millions of jobs for the sake 
of politics. It is only a matter of time 
before they break and join Democrats 
in our efforts to create jobs and get the 
economy back on track. 

As Veterans Day fast approaches, I 
urge my Republican colleagues to 
abandon partisanship and help us 
honor our commitment to this coun-
try’s heroes. 

RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY 
LEADER 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Republican leader is recog-
nized. 

f 

WORKING TOGETHER 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, for 
the past 3 years, President Obama and 
Democratic leaders in Congress have 
spent most of their time pushing poli-
cies that actually undermine the pri-
vate sector. They may have the best of 
intentions, but the fact is they made a 
bad economy worse. Unemployment 
has now stood at 9 percent for more 
consecutive months than for any other 
period since World War II, and there 
are now more than 1 million fewer jobs 
in this country than when the Presi-
dent’s first stimulus bill was signed 
into law. 

So the American people gave the 
President a chance to do something 
about jobs and the economy and he 
failed. That is why last year the Amer-
ican people put Republicans in charge 
of the House of Representatives—so 
they could try a different approach, 
and that is what they have done. For 
nearly a year now, House Republicans 
have been following through on their 
pledge to put Americans back to work 
by passing bill after bill aimed at help-
ing businesses create jobs. 

The problem is, every time Repub-
licans pass one of these bills over in 
the House, Democrats in the Senate 
refuse to take it up. The Democrats 
who run the Senate are letting all 
these bills die. 

Some people want to know why this 
is happening. They want to know why 
the Senate will not take up these bills. 
The answer is actually pretty simple. 
President Obama and his political ad-
visers have put out the word they do 
not want Congress to get anything 
done around here until after next 
year’s election, so the President can go 
around on the bus and blame Congress 
for the country’s problems, and Demo-
crats in the Senate are lining up right 
behind him. They are doing the Presi-
dent’s bidding. 

But that is not stopping Republicans 
in the House from doing the work they 
were elected to do, and it is not going 
to keep the Republican minority in the 
Senate from calling on Democrats to 
act. 

To date, House Republicans have 
passed more than 20 pieces of legisla-
tion designed to do two things: make it 
easier for small businesses to create 
jobs and bills that would pass on a 
broad bipartisan basis. 

Last week, I highlighted 15 such bills 
the House had already passed and that 
Senate Democrats should take up. This 
week, Senate Republicans will high-
light several additional such bills the 
House passed just last week. We are 
going to keep on talking about these 
bills until Senate Democrats realize 
there is no reason we shouldn’t take 

them up, pass them on a bipartisan 
basis, and actually do something on 
jobs around here. 

For nearly 3 years, President Obama 
has demanded we pass massive legisla-
tion he knows Republicans have prob-
lems with. What we are saying is, let’s 
start with things that have bipartisan 
support and that we know can pass in-
stead of that other approach. 

Since Republicans control the House 
and Democrats control the Senate, we 
are not likely to agree on big partisan 
stuff. But there are a lot of other job- 
creating measures we actually could 
agree on. Why don’t we focus on them? 
Let’s work together on the things we 
can all agree on, as we did last month 
on the trade agreements. 

Here is just one example out of 
many. Last week, the House passed a 
bill called the Small Company Capital 
Formation Act, H.R. 1070. It got 421 
votes, including 183 Democrats. Only 
one person in the House voted against 
the bill. 

Here is a jobs bill that is about as 
popular as Mother’s Day. There is no 
reason not to pass it in the Senate 
right now. Right now, promising busi-
nesses aren’t going public because they 
simply can’t afford the high cost of 
managing the mountain of government 
paperwork they are required to under 
current law. So instead of going out 
there and raising money to grow and 
hire, they are holding back. They are 
not expanding and they are not hiring. 

We recently heard from the CEO of a 
pharmaceutical company from Fort 
Washington, PA, who said companies 
such as his are at a major disadvantage 
if they come up with promising new 
drugs. He has at least one such prom-
ising new drug in the pipeline for 
chronic kidney disease but can’t take 
it to the next level. If firms such as 
this want to expand and hire, they need 
to be able to raise capital from inves-
tors so they do not go into debt. But 
current law keeps them from doing so 
because of all the regulatory burdens 
that come along with it. I think we 
should be removing these barriers to 
growth for companies such as this one, 
and 183 Democrats in the House actu-
ally agree with me. 

President Obama actually supports 
the idea too. He said so in his speech to 
a joint session of Congress back in Sep-
tember. So this bill is as bipartisan as 
it gets. One will not find a bill any 
more bipartisan than this—passed 
overwhelmingly in the House and sup-
ported by the President of the United 
States. The only thing standing in the 
way right now is Senate Democrats. 
They just will not take yes for an an-
swer. 

It is only a matter of time before the 
American people catch on to the Demo-
crats’ refusal to act. Once they do, Re-
publicans will be ready with a long and 
growing list of bipartisan bills that 
have already passed the House and that 
we believe the President of the United 
States would sign. So let’s not delay 
any longer. Let’s stop the games, and 
let’s do the work we were sent to do. 
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RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the 
leadership time is reserved. 

f 

MORNING BUSINESS 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, there 
will now be a period of morning busi-
ness until 5 p.m., with Senators per-
mitted to speak therein up to 10 min-
utes each. 

Mr. REID. I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

Mr. WYDEN. I ask to speak in morn-
ing business. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

f 

TAX REFORM 

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, I come 
to the floor today to talk about cre-
ating more good-paying jobs in Amer-
ica and how tax reform can play a key 
role in job creation if it is done right. 
As we all know, no Member of Congress 
has a piece of machinery on their desk 
that is a job creation device. We cannot 
just start something like this, press a 
button, and then after it whirs around 
a bunch of times it creates a lot of new 
jobs. New jobs do not just come shoot-
ing out that way. Nobody has a con-
traption like that in the Senate, and 
the reality is the President does not 
have one nor does anybody else in 
America. 

But there are policies that are rel-
evant to how we create more good-pay-
ing jobs, and those involve first look-
ing at what has worked in the past and, 
second, what hard, objective data is 
relevant to the future. Nobody can 
know the ideal, sure-fire way to create 
jobs, but we can document what has 
worked in the past. 

In the case of comprehensive tax re-
form, what we know is that after the 
1986 Tax Reform Act where Democrats 
and Republicans cleaned out scores of 
tax preferences to hold down marginal 
rates and keep progressivity, our coun-
try created 6.3 million new jobs in 
those 2 years after that tax reform was 
enacted. I am not going to say on the 
floor of the Senate that each and every 
one of those jobs was the result of tax 
reform, but certainly independent au-
thorities point to that tax reform ef-
fort as a key factor in creating those 
jobs. With at least 14 million Ameri-
cans out of work in our country right 
now, it would be legislative mal-
practice for Congress to ignore the 

facts that document the results of the 
last tax reform effort in job creation. 

When we look at the possibilities 
should we not pay special attention to 
what has worked in the past? The re-
ality is, as the Presiding Officer knows, 
our country has tried just about every 
other tool in the economic toolbox. We 
have seen the Recovery Act. We have 
seen that the Fed is essentially all in 
with its program of quantitative eas-
ing. We have had a whole host of other 
initiatives in the housing area and in 
the automobile area and a whole host 
of other areas. The fact is, the one tool 
in the economic toolshed that nobody 
has picked up is fundamental tax re-
form. It is my view that it is time for 
the Congress, working with the Presi-
dent, to pick up on a proven model that 
a host of progressive Democrats and 
conservative Republicans, led by a con-
servative Republican President, de-
ployed 25 years ago to spur economic 
growth and create millions of new jobs, 
which I think we all understand our 
people in our economy need des-
perately. 

Given that success, it is no wonder 
that Democrats and Republicans, as 
well as economists and think-tanks 
and bipartisan commissions, are again 
calling for the Congress to take up the 
cause of tax reform. We are very hope-
ful the bipartisan Joint Committee on 
Deficit Reduction can also bring to-
gether Democrats and Republicans as 
part of their work to lay out the strat-
egy for moving ahead on tax reform. 

There is no shortage of good reasons 
for Congress to look at this particular 
approach to job creation. It is bipar-
tisan, it has been proven before, and 
certainly the basic principles—simpli-
fying the Tax Code, cleaning out the 
clutter, and holding down rates across 
the board—make just as much sense 
today as they did a quarter century 
ago. 

It has been argued that since the last 
change in our tax law there have been 
close to 15,000 tax changes—one for al-
most every working day year in and 
year out. So what we have on our 
hands now is a dysfunctional 
antigrowth mess. That is why I think 
it is particularly important that we 
look at moving now rather than wait-
ing until another election or taking a 
detour to reform only the corporate 
Tax Code while, for example, leaving 
small businesses and working families 
stuck with the same broken Tax Code 
they have today. 

Let me point out to those who say we 
cannot do tax reform in a divisive cli-
mate, a divided Congress and White 
House, as we move into an election, the 
fact is fundamental tax reform was 
passed on the eve of an election a quar-
ter century ago—passed on the eve of 
an election. I say that because I know 
one of the fundamental architects of 
that tax reform, Senator Packwood, 
whose seat I now hold in the Senate, 
was not available for the bill signing 
because he had a community event 
back home. 

The fact is, there is an opportunity 
now to move ahead with comprehensive 
tax reform. We have good people who 
have expertise in tax law on the super-
committee—Chairman BAUCUS, Sen-
ator KERRY, Congressman CAMP, Sen-
ator PORTMAN—Democrats and Repub-
licans who have been involved in budg-
et and tax issues for years and years 
with great expertise on these issues. 

I want to take just a minute this 
afternoon to discuss some eye-opening 
new information on an issue that I 
know is being debated in the Congress, 
and my sense is the supercommittee is 
looking at it as well; that is, the ques-
tion of splitting tax reform into sepa-
rate corporate and individual pieces. 

Last week, the Joint Committee on 
Taxation issued an important report 
that all Members ought to pay close at-
tention to as Congress looks at tax re-
form as part of either a potential debt 
deal or other legislation. The reason I 
want to discuss it this afternoon is we 
all understand as part of the legislative 
process just about everything is nego-
tiable, but there is one thing that is 
not negotiable—that is the accuracy of 
the numbers. 

When the official number cruncher 
for taxes says they cannot make the 
numbers add up, Members of the Sen-
ate and the Congress have to pay at-
tention. The new report by the Joint 
Committee on Taxation says—and, of 
course, they are the official score-
keeper for tax policy—the Congress es-
sentially has a choice to make. We can 
either provide all American companies 
significantly lower tax rates or we can 
allow multinational companies to con-
tinue to avoid paying taxes on their 
overseas income. But the Joint Com-
mittee on Taxation says it is really not 
possible to do both. There is not 
enough money in the corporate Tax 
Code to do both without further in-
creasing the budget deficit. 

The Joint Committee was asked to 
provide its estimate of the lowest cor-
porate rate that could be achieved by 
eliminating corporate tax expendi-
tures, the various credits, deductions, 
and exemptions that lower the actual 
amount of taxes our businesses pay. In 
response, the joint committee esti-
mated that 28 percent is the lowest 
possible corporate rate that could be 
achieved from eliminating corporate 
tax breaks and still not increase the 
deficit—in effect, be revenue neutral. 

Mr. President, 28 percent is certainly 
lower than the current top rate, but it 
is higher than what—certainly many in 
the business community and the Con-
gress have argued—is needed for U.S. 
companies to be competitive in the 
global economy. Most in the business 
community want to lower the top rate 
to 25 percent or even lower. The joint 
committee has determined that 28 per-
cent is the lowest the corporate rate 
can be reduced to without adding to 
the deficit. 

This new report by the Joint Com-
mittee on Taxation ought to be a real 
wake-up call in Washington, DC. For 
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example, many companies not only 
argue that Congress can get the cor-
porate rate down to 25 percent or even 
lower, but they also want to keep 
many of the tax breaks they now get 
under the current Tax Code. The joint 
committee’s report makes clear that 
cannot be done without increasing the 
Federal deficit. And even the Joint 
Committee’s 28-percent rate estimate 
was filled with all sorts of caveats, lit-
tle kinds of ‘‘look out, there may be 
more to the story’’ kinds of warnings 
about the difficulty of limiting tax 
breaks now available to all businesses 
so they can no longer be claimed by 
corporations. 

If tax breaks are eliminated for cor-
porations but not for other busi-
nesses—remember, most businesses, as 
we know, are sole proprietors or lim-
ited partnerships and LLCs and the 
like—corporations may end up con-
verting their businesses into other 
types of tax structures. If that hap-
pens, the savings from eliminating cor-
porate tax rates would be less so that 
the corporate rate could end up even 
higher than 28 percent. That is one ex-
ample of how it is very hard to repeal 
tax breaks just for corporations and 
not for other businesses. 

In making their estimate, the Joint 
Committee looked at repealing lit-
erally scores of corporate tax breaks— 
everything from research to specific 
breaks for energy, housing, transpor-
tation, education, training, and others. 
But there is one important tax break 
that was not considered as part of the 
Joint Committee’s analysis, and that is 
the ability of U.S. multinationals to 
avoid paying taxes on their overseas 
income as long as they keep that 
money overseas. This is the tax break 
that is known as deferral. Signifi-
cantly, the Joint Committee has done 
a separate analysis of the amount of 
revenue that could be generated by re-
pealing deferral. If you repeal deferral 
and impose related limits on foreign 
credits to prevent gaming, you take 
that step and the total comes to an 
eye-popping $568 billion over 10 years. 
That comes from an estimate the Joint 
Committee has done for a bipartisan 
group of us who have been working on 
this issue for the last 5 years. 

I initially started working on this 
with our former colleague from New 
Hampshire, Senator Gregg, and most 
recently with Senator COATS and Sen-
ator BEGICH. The four of us have 
worked very closely on this over the 
last few years. If you make the changes 
we have made in deferral and related 
foreign credits that you ought to 
change to prevent gaming, it is pos-
sible to slash rates for all of our busi-
nesses so you can get down to 24 per-
cent, particularly for the corporate 
rate, and have additional relief for 
small businesses. We have some ideas 
for how you could drive the rate lower 
than 24 percent. That is something I 
think could be a real shot in the arm to 
businesses in Connecticut, Oregon, and 
across the country. It surely would do 

something about creating red, white, 
and blue jobs so we would have more 
jobs here in the United States so we 
could put our people back to work in 
the manufacturing sector and the other 
parts of our economy that are so im-
portant. So that is the choice. 

According to the Joint Committee’s 
estimate—these are the official score-
keepers for taxes—there are two alter-
native ways to lower corporate tax 
rates. One keeps deferral, this break 
for doing business overseas, and then 
the lowest rate, according to the Joint 
Committee on Taxation, would be 28 
percent. The other takes away the tax 
breaks for shipping jobs overseas, 
eliminates deferral, and dramatically 
drives the rate for our businesses down 
24 percent. 

As I have indicated, our bipartisan 
coalition has some ideas for getting it 
even lower. So it is important to point 
out that the lower 24-percent rate 
would apply to every U.S. company, 
whether it has overseas operations or 
not. U.S. manufacturers and retailers 
and other domestic businesses all 
would benefit from this kind of ap-
proach, lower tax rates. All U.S. busi-
nesses would have more money to in-
vest in new equipment and hiring 
workers here in our country—in Con-
necticut, in Oregon, and all of our 
States. By contrast, while all busi-
nesses would get some help from a 28- 
percent rate, the biggest winners are 
those with significant operations over-
seas, thousands and thousands of miles 
from our shores. By continuing defer-
ral, those businesses that operate over-
seas, those companies pay a zero rate 
on their overseas income. With that 
rate differential, there would still be a 
strong incentive for some of those very 
large businesses to target their invest-
ments, to lower tax overseas oper-
ations at the expense of investment 
and job creation here at home. So it 
should be obvious that the last thing 
the Congress ought to be doing in this 
current economic climate is to take ac-
tions that will hurt job creation. With 
so many people out of work, we obvi-
ously need to focus on steps to create 
jobs, not reward those that, in effect, 
ship the jobs overseas, ship the invest-
ments overseas, the investments in the 
jobs we need so much here at home. 

We can do more for all U.S. busi-
nesses, workers, and their families 
through comprehensive tax reform 
than just by going forward with cor-
porate-only reform. In fact, it is pos-
sible to do more for businesses, get a 
lower rate—I want to emphasize this— 
for all our businesses in America, sig-
nificantly lower so they will be more 
competitive in tough global markets. I 
am not saying that tax policy is the 
only consideration in terms of creating 
jobs. I chair the International Trade 
Subcommittee of the Senate Finance 
Committee, and I have long taken as 
my major objective to do more to grow 
things here in America, to make things 
here in America, to add value to them 
here, and to ship them somewhere. 

There is a whole host of trade and reg-
ulatory policies that factor into this. 
But certainly we ought to agree that at 
a time when comprehensive tax reform 
is the one tool in the economic tool-
shed that has not been used—and there 
is a chance to take away tax breaks for 
shipping jobs overseas so we can get 
more tax relief for Americans here at 
home—we ought to be picking up on 
that opportunity. 

I hope all my colleagues who are 
going to be part of this tax reform de-
bate over the next few weeks—and I 
think it is inevitable because more and 
more debate is focused on tax reform, 
whether it ought to be corporate only— 
look at how you would go about pur-
suing it in a bipartisan way. I hope 
those colleagues will take a look at the 
new report done by the Joint Com-
mittee on Taxation. What they have 
made clear is that there is not enough 
money in the corporate tax code to get 
the lower rate companies want as long 
as some of these multinationals can 
continue to keep the money overseas 
and avoid paying U.S. taxes. Having 
worked on this issue with colleagues on 
both sides of the aisle for about the 
last 5 years, and watching as the eco-
nomic debate goes forward, with our 
people hungry for new jobs, I hope col-
leagues will see, No. 1, there is a real 
lesson to be learned from what was 
done in 1986 where progressive Demo-
crats and conservative Republicans 
came together on the eve of an elec-
tion—by the way, the 1986 election. I 
think it is also fair to say that after 
tax reform, both sides did pretty well. 
Both sides did pretty well in the Con-
gress and in terms of controlling the 
White House. 

The fact is this is a chance to take a 
big step to help our people who are 
hurting now. There are 14 million peo-
ple out of work. I hope colleagues will 
look at that new report prepared by 
the Joint Committee on Taxation and 
look at the history of how in 2 years a 
quarter century ago we came together, 
Democrats and Republicans, and passed 
fundamental tax reform based on the 
same kind of principles Senator Gregg, 
Senator COATS, Senator BEGICH, and I 
have worked on for the last 5 years, 
cleaning out special interest breaks, 
special interest preferences, cleaning 
out scores of them and using that 
money to hold down marginal rates 
and keeping progressivity so we have a 
sense of fairness. Everybody wins. 

Many of our colleagues feel passion-
ately about economic fairness. I cer-
tainly do. I know the President of the 
Senate does as well. Many of our col-
leagues on the other side of the aisle 
have focused on economic opportunity. 
With fundamental tax reform, we can 
have both and do it in a bipartisan 
way. It means picking up on the one 
tool in the economic toolshed that has 
not been used. 

I will be back on the floor of this 
Senate to talk about this again. It is 
one of the reasons why I wanted to 
serve on the Senate Finance Com-
mittee, to tackle these fundamental 
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issues of taxes and health care. We 
have had a very constructive set of 
hearings on tax reform chaired by 
Chairman BAUCUS and ranking minor-
ity member Senator HATCH. I am very 
hopeful that at a time when our people 
are so hungry for new jobs, good jobs, 
high-paying jobs, that we will pick up 
on this opportunity to bring Democrats 
and Republicans together, as we were 
on this issue a quarter century ago in 
enacting fundamental tax reform. 

I yield the floor and note the absence 
of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. SHELBY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

f 

CONGRATULATING THE LSU 
TIGERS 

Mr. SHELBY. Mr. President, this 
past Saturday evening in my home 
town of Tuscaloosa, AL, there was 
quite a scoring event—I think most of 
the people in the Nation watched it— 
and that was between the No. 1 ranked 
football team in the Nation, LSU, Lou-
isiana State University, and the Uni-
versity of Alabama. Senator SESSIONS 
and I were there. We had a bet that 
Senator SESSIONS and Senator VITTER 
initiated—and Senator LANDRIEU and I 
concurred with—on the outcome of the 
game. All in fun, but you know we all 
like to win. 

This was a tremendous football 
game: no touchdowns on either side, 
five field goals, overtime. LSU won. I 
congratulate them. I congratulate my 
two Senator colleagues here today. It 
was hard fought between two great 
football teams, and today—people have 
probably seen me on the Senate floor a 
number of times—I have never worn 
the purple tie, but I have one on today 
because I lost the bet. We lost the 
game. I will not wear it every day, but 
out of respect for my colleagues from 
Louisiana: congratulations Senator 
LANDRIEU, congratulations Senator 
VITTER, congratulations to the people 
of Louisiana and to the football team 
and the coaching staff in Baton Rouge. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, I 
thank my colleague, Senator SHELBY, a 
University of Alabama graduate and 
also a University of Alabama law grad-
uate. I am a law graduate myself from 
the University of Alabama. 

It was a fabulous spectacle this week-
end. There were 103,000 people in that 
fabulous new stadium that has been ex-
panded with all the colors and the band 
and the noise. Truly, I doubt any of us 
will live to see a game which is any 
louder than that game was. It was a 
spectacular event and an unusual, spe-
cial event that happens in the South-
eastern Conference. 

So we believe in being winners. Ala-
bama played every single play—and so 
did LSU, with every single play—com-
mitted to winning the football game. 
At the end of it, after all had been said 
and done, it was 6–6. I think the two 
best teams in the Nation clearly proved 
they were the two best teams in the 
Nation. But we had to have an over-
time. 

So to my colleagues, Senator LAN-
DRIEU and Senator VITTER, congratula-
tions. I am not really proud but I am 
honored and willing to wear the tie of 
the team that beat the University of 
Alabama. 

We look forward to celebrating with 
you that fabulous game and to also 
having some fresh Alabama gulf coast 
seafood. Let the whole world know that 
our gulf coast seafood industry is back 
strong, better than ever. So congratu-
lations. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from Louisiana. 

Mr. VITTER. Mr. President, I thank 
our Alabama colleagues. They are very 
gracious, and they are great sports in 
terms of this whole past week and this 
bet. So I am honored to be with them 
as they wear LSU colors for 1 day. 
Maybe they can keep those ties for 
January. Maybe after the BCS cham-
pionship game they will at least wear 
it for an SEC victor—knock on wood— 
and we very much look forward to 
their delivering, as Senator SESSIONS 
said, great, delicious, fresh, and per-
fectly safe gulf coast seafood that all of 
us are going to enjoy. 

So I thank them for being such great 
sports, and I congratulate their team 
for being a superteam. That was a heck 
of a game. It was everything it was 
cracked up to be. People said it would 
be a defensive struggle. Yet nobody 
imagined there would not even be a 
touchdown: 9–6 in overtime. 

I congratulate the Alabama team 
that played their hearts out and is a 
great Alabama team. 

Of course, I also want to pause and 
congratulate everybody in the LSU 
community and the LSU team. That 
was a hard fought struggle, a hard 
fought win. A lot of folks came to-
gether and made extraordinary plays. 
Of course, it ended with Drew 
Alleman’s field goal in overtime. But 
Mo Claiborne and Eric Reid had terrific 
interceptions, and even the punter, 
Brad Wing, played a pivotal role in 
terms of his 73-yard punt that won the 
field position battle. 

So there are a lot of heroes and a lot 
of good players on the LSU side, and I 
congratulate the entire LSU commu-
nity. 

With the rest of the State of Lou-
isiana, we look forward—knock on 
wood—to several more victories lead-
ing up to, hopefully, the BCS cham-
pionship game in New Orleans in the 
Louisiana Superdome. So, of course, we 
look forward to that. 

Thank you, Mr. President. At this 
point, I turn to my colleague from Lou-
isiana, Senator LANDRIEU. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from Louisiana. 

Ms. LANDRIEU. Mr. President, I 
begin by thanking my two colleagues 
from Alabama for being such great 
sports. I never thought they would ac-
tually wear purple and gold on the Sen-
ate floor, but I am proud of them for 
living up to their end of the bet, for 
showing up appropriately dressed this 
afternoon. 

I thank my colleague Senator VITTER 
for initiating this terrific bet. I am 
looking forward to some great gulf 
coast Alabama seafood. As the Senator 
from Louisiana said—and Senator SES-
SIONS alluded to—the seafood is not 
only plentiful, abundant, and afford-
able, it is also very safe. We are proud 
to represent the gulf coast and proud of 
these two extraordinary universities. 

As a graduate of LSU, I am particu-
larly proud. But our universities—both 
the University of Alabama and the Uni-
versity of Louisiana, LSU—are tremen-
dous universities that have an extraor-
dinary reach across all disciplines, and 
their football teams showed that great 
spirit on the field. 

I want to remind my colleagues that 
if LSU is victorious this weekend 
against western Kentucky, the Tigers 
will advance to 10 and 0. This would be 
the first time they had done that since 
their national championship in 1958. So 
you know how excited our whole State 
is. 

I also want to say the great news 
from this weekend is, whatever reces-
sion there was in Alabama, I think it is 
over because of the stimulus brought 
to their State by our crazy LSU fans 
who started to arrive on Wednesday, I 
understand. No one can tailgate like 
we can tailgate. So I think if they 
check their economic indicators this 
Monday afternoon, they all will be 
straight up from the good money and 
good fun that was had in Alabama. 

But, seriously, just in conclusion, 
Les Miles and our team are just unbe-
lievable, and our LSU team is just ter-
rific. But both teams played their 
hearts out, and I congratulate the men 
on the field that night. It was an excit-
ing game to watch, and according to 
the ratings the LSU-Alabama game 
drew the second highest rating of any 
CBS regular season college football 
broadcast since the network began its 
tracking. 

So, again, I thank my colleagues for 
being good sports, and we are on the 
road to the national championship. We 
may see them again. 

I yield the floor. 
Mr. SHELBY. Mr. President, I sug-

gest the absence of a quorum. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The clerk will call the roll. 
The bill clerk proceeded to call the 

roll. 
Mr. BROWN of Massachusetts. Mr. 

President, I ask unanimous consent the 
order for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
COONS). Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 
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WITHHOLDING TAX REPEAL 

Mr. BROWN of Massachusetts. Mr. 
President, I rise in support of H.R. 674. 
The vote we have tonight is finally an 
opportunity to pass a truly bipartisan 
jobs bill, part of the President’s jobs 
package. As I said when we held the 
first vote to try to repeal the 3-percent 
withholding tax a couple weeks ago, 
this vote is a no-brainer. It is pretty 
simple. Unfortunately, some Members 
objected to a small portion of that bill, 
the offset. That should not be a con-
cern this time. The bill we will be vot-
ing on shortly just passed the House 
with 405 votes, and when is the last 
time we heard that? The bill we are 
going to vote on today has a new offset 
that has been endorsed by the Presi-
dent, so I say let’s get it done. 

If we pass it, every company that 
does business with the government can 
go back to thinking about hiring new 
workers rather than worrying about 
losing 3 percent of the value of their 
contracts right upfront, right in the 
beginning. If we pass it, State and local 
governments will not be saddled with 
another costly and unfunded mandate. 
As I said before, it is a no-brainer. If we 
pass it, we will finally repeal a tax that 
costs the government billions more to 
implement than it actually raises in 
revenue. 

Let’s pass this bill and let’s end this 
stealth tax that is extremely expensive 
to implement and punishes many for 
the bad acts of a few. 

That being said, as we know, we have 
Veterans Day fast approaching. I thank 
all of our men and women who have 
served and continue to serve. I cannot 
think of anything more meaningful 
than to come together in a truly bipar-
tisan, bicameral way to help our job-
less veterans. Unemployment and 
homelessness among our Active-Duty 
veterans and members of the National 
Guard and Reserves are a national dis-
grace and we can do better. We should 
not leave anyone behind. The Active- 
Duty soldiers and members of the 
Guard and Reserves fight side by side 
for our freedom. They face danger to-
gether, they are wounded together, and 
they should be treated as equals when 
it comes to helping them find jobs. 

Back in January, I introduced the 
Hire-a-Hero Act with Senator KAY 
HAGAN. It expands the work oppor-
tunity tax credit to help companies put 
our veterans and members of the Guard 
and Reserves back to work. The Presi-
dent has proposed a similar action in 
his jobs bill. It did not include guards-
men and reservists, and that is why I 
hope when we take up the veterans 
package that I hear is being discussed, 
the majority leader will actually allow 
for that to be included. Our guardsmen 
and reservists, once again, deserve bet-
ter. 

It is time for our Senate colleagues 
to rally behind the men and women 
who have served and continue to serve. 
They are leaving the service and need 
this opportunity right now. The unem-
ployment rate for veterans is more 

than 12 percent. For members of the 
Guard and Reserves, it is twice the na-
tional average, as high as 20 percent in 
some areas. We need to treat this as a 
truly bipartisan and hopefully bi-
cameral effort. It is something the 
American people are yearning for. 
They are looking for us to show leader-
ship, to actually work together. If we 
can’t work together with our heroes 
who have served and given to our coun-
try at its time of need, then I am not 
quite sure what we will be able to work 
on together. 

If we do these two things, repeal the 
3-percent withholding and help our vet-
erans in 1 day, potentially 1 week, 
maybe it will usher in a new era of 
good will, something I know the Chair 
and I have worked to establish, as have 
so many other people in this historic 
Chamber. One good deed can lead to an-
other good deed and that good deed can 
lead to another good deed, and so on. 

Let’s start working together. The 
American people are demanding it. As I 
have said before, we are Americans 
first. I may be a Republican—and I am 
proud to be Republican—but we are 
Americans first. I am way more proud 
to be an American. I hope others in 
this historic Chamber feel the same 
way and we can put our party dif-
ferences aside and do something very 
important for not only our businesses 
in this country but also for the ones 
who have given so much in their serv-
ice to our great Nation while serving in 
the military. 

I yield the floor and suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Virginia. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO FEDERAL 
EMPLOYEES 

ANN MARTIN 
Mr. WARNER. Mr. President, I rise 

today to continue an initiative that 
was actually started by the Presiding 
Officer’s predecessor, Senator Kauf-
man, whereby on a fairly regular basis 
I try to come down and recognize the 
service of one of our incredible Federal 
employees. We spend a lot of time in 
this body talking about policy. We of-
tentimes spend a lot of time also talk-
ing about what government does 
wrong. There are things government 
does wrong, but too often we don’t ac-
knowledge what government does 
right, particularly the incredible serv-
ice many of the folks who work for our 
Federal Government perform. 

Today, I am pleased to honor another 
great Federal employee, Ms. Ann Mar-
tin. Ms. Martin is the Senior Intel-
ligence Research Specialist for the 

Treasury Department’s Financial 
Crimes Enforcement Network or 
FinCEN. She worked with Mexican of-
ficials to help disrupt the laundering of 
billions of dollars derived from illegal 
U.S. narcotics sales. 

At the age of 29—as the Presiding Of-
ficer may recall when he was that 
age—Ms. Martin led a team of financial 
experts to compile and analyze hun-
dreds of pieces of data. Her research 
analysis gave unprecedented insight 
into how Mexican drug cartels finance 
their operations in both Mexico and 
the United States. It also provided 
American and Mexican law enforce-
ment authorities with a number of 
leads into cross-border money laun-
dering and transnational organized 
crime groups. 

Discussing Ms. Martin’s work, James 
Freis, the Director of FinCEN, ex-
plained that ‘‘no one had ever put to-
gether a picture of this kind of finan-
cial movement across our borders.’’ In 
other words, nobody put together in an 
organized way the kinds of activities in 
which some of these drug cartels were 
involved. 

The exhaustive and comprehensive 
analysis Ms. Martin conducted sup-
ported the Mexican Government’s deci-
sion in June 2010 to issue new regula-
tions to restrict the amount of U.S. 
dollars that could be deposited into 
Mexican banks. As a result, more than 
700 suspicious activity reports have 
been filed from Mexican banks. In 
other words, we have gotten the leads 
on 700 potential activities that are now 
being investigated due to Ms. Martin’s 
work. 

While her time working for the Fed-
eral Government has been relatively 
brief, she has already made a major im-
pact. Karen Fleischer, the Deputy As-
sociate Director at FinCEN, had this to 
say: 

I’ve been in government for 35-plus years 
and Ann is the kind of person that you want 
to hold up as an example for others. She is 
extremely dedicated to the agency’s mission. 

I hope my colleagues will join me in 
honoring Ms. Martin, a fellow Vir-
ginian, for the excellent work she has 
done and her commitment to public 
service. 

I yield the floor and note the absence 
of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. ROCKEFELLER. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

CONCLUSION OF MORNING 
BUSINESS 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Morning 
business is now closed. 
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3% WITHHOLDING REPEAL AND 

JOB CREATION ACT—MOTION TO 
PROCEED 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 

the previous order, the Senate will re-
sume consideration of the motion to 
proceed to H.R. 674, which the clerk 
will report. 

The bill clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H.R. 674) to amend the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 to repeal the imposition of 
3 percent withholding on certain payments 
made to vendors by government entities, to 
modify the calculation of modified adjusted 
gross income for purposes of determining eli-
gibility for certain healthcare-related pro-
grams, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, there will now be 30 
minutes of debate equally divided and 
controlled between the Senator from 
Montana and the Senator from Utah. 

Mr. ROCKEFELLER. Mr. President, I 
suggest the absence of a quorum, and I 
ask unanimous consent that the time 
under the quorum call be equally 
charged. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The bill clerk proceeded to call the 

roll. 
Mr. ROCKEFELLER. Mr. President, I 

ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
MANCHIN.) Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

CLOTURE MOTION 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-

ture motion having been presented 
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the 
clerk to read the motion. 

The bill clerk read as follows: 
CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, hereby move 
to bring to a close debate on the motion to 
proceed to Calendar No. 212, H.R. 674, an act 
to amend the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 
to repeal the imposition of 3 percent with-
holding on certain payments made to ven-
dors by government entities, to modify the 
calculation of modified adjusted gross in-
come for purposes of determining eligibility 
for certain health care related programs, and 
for other purposes. 

Harry Reid, Christopher A. Coons, Joe 
Manchin III, Kay R. Hagan, Dianne 
Feinstein, Benjamin L. Cardin, Al 
Franken, Mark Begich, Mark R. War-
ner, Jeff Bingaman, Tom Udall, Amy 
Klobuchar, Jeanne Shaheen, Barbara 
A. Mikulski, Kent Conrad, Michael F. 
Bennet, Patty Murray. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unan-
imous consent, the mandatory quorum 
call is waived. 

The question is, Is it the sense of the 
Senate that the debate on the motion 
to proceed to H.R. 674, an act to amend 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to re-
peal the imposition of 3 percent with-
holding on certain payments made to 
vendors by government entities, to 
modify the calculation of modified ad-
justed gross income for purposes of de-
termining eligibility for certain health 
care-related programs, and for other 
purposes, shall be brought to a close? 

The yeas and nays are mandatory 
under the rule. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The bill clerk called the roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from Arkansas (Mr. PRYOR) is 
necessarily absent. 

Mr. KYL. The following Senators are 
necessarily absent: the Senator from 
Utah (Mr. HATCH), and the Senator 
from Utah ( Mr. LEE), the Senator from 
Illinois (Mr. KIRK), and the Senator 
from South Carolina (Mr. DEMINT). 

Further, if present and voting, the 
Senator from Utah (Mr. HATCH) would 
have voted ‘‘yea.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there 
any other Senators in the Chamber de-
siring to vote? 

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 94, 
nays 1, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 198 Leg.] 
YEAS—94 

Akaka 
Alexander 
Ayotte 
Barrasso 
Baucus 
Begich 
Bennet 
Bingaman 
Blumenthal 
Blunt 
Boozman 
Boxer 
Brown (MA) 
Brown (OH) 
Burr 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Chambliss 
Coats 
Coburn 
Cochran 
Collins 
Conrad 
Coons 
Corker 
Cornyn 
Crapo 
Durbin 
Enzi 
Feinstein 

Franken 
Gillibrand 
Graham 
Grassley 
Hagan 
Harkin 
Heller 
Hoeven 
Hutchison 
Inhofe 
Inouye 
Isakson 
Johanns 
Johnson (SD) 
Johnson (WI) 
Kerry 
Klobuchar 
Kohl 
Kyl 
Landrieu 
Lautenberg 
Leahy 
Levin 
Lieberman 
Lugar 
Manchin 
McCain 
McCaskill 
McConnell 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Mikulski 

Moran 
Murkowski 
Murray 
Nelson (NE) 
Nelson (FL) 
Paul 
Portman 
Reed 
Reid 
Risch 
Roberts 
Rubio 
Sanders 
Schumer 
Sessions 
Shaheen 
Shelby 
Snowe 
Stabenow 
Tester 
Thune 
Toomey 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Vitter 
Warner 
Webb 
Whitehouse 
Wicker 
Wyden 

NAYS—1 

Rockefeller 

NOT VOTING—5 

DeMint 
Hatch 

Kirk 
Lee 

Pryor 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this 
vote, the yeas are 94, the nays are 1. 
Three-fifths of the Senators duly cho-
sen and sworn having voted in the af-
firmative, the motion is agreed to. 
∑ Mr. PRYOR. Mr. President, due to a 
prior family obligation, I was unavoid-
ably absent for tonight’s vote. I ask 
the RECORD show that had I been 
present for vote No. 198, I would have 
voted yea on the motion to invoke clo-
ture on the motion to proceed to 
H.R.674.∑ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Tennessee. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent to speak as in 
morning business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

(The remarks of Mr. ALEXANDER per-
taining to the introduction of S. 1815 
are located in today’s RECORD under 
‘‘Statements on Introduced Bills and 
Joint Resolutions.’’) 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, I 
thank the Chair, and I yield the floor. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The bill clerk proceeded to call the 

roll. 
Mr. MERKLEY. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the quorum be 
rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

MORNING BUSINESS 

Mr. MERKLEY. I ask unanimous 
consent that the Senate proceed to a 
period of morning business with Sen-
ators permitted to speak for up to 10 
minutes each. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

VOTE EXPLANATION 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, on vote 
No. 197, the confirmation of Scott Wes-
ley Skavdahl to be U.S. District Judge 
for the District of Wyoming, I was un-
avoidably absent. Had I been present, I 
would have supported the nomination 
and voted yea. 

f 

REPORT ON THE CONTINUATION 
OF THE NATIONAL EMERGENCY 
WITH RESPECT TO IRAN THAT 
WAS DECLARED IN EXECUTIVE 
ORDER 12170 ON NOVEMBER 14, 
1979—PM 32 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid be-
fore the Senate the following message 
from the President of the United 
States, together with an accompanying 
report; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs: 

To the Congress of the United States: 
Section 202(d) of the National Emer-

gencies Act (50 U.S.C. 1622(d)) provides 
for the automatic termination of a na-
tional emergency unless, prior to the 
anniversary date of its declaration, the 
President publishes in the Federal Reg-
ister and transmits to the Congress a 
notice stating that the emergency is to 
continue in effect beyond the anniver-
sary date. In accordance with this pro-
vision, I have sent to the Federal Reg-
ister for publication the enclosed notice 
stating that the national emergency 
with respect to Iran that was declared 
in Executive Order 12170 of November 
14, 1979, is to continue in effect beyond 
November 14, 2011. 

Our relations with Iran have not yet 
returned to normal, and the process of 
implementing the agreements with 
Iran, dated January 19, 1981, is still 
under way. For these reasons, I have 
determined that it is necessary to con-
tinue the national emergency declared 
on November 14, 1979, with respect to 
Iran, beyond November 14, 2011. 

BARACK OBAMA.
THE WHITE HOUSE, November 7, 2011. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

RECEIVED DURING ADJOURNMENT 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 

Under the authority of the order of 
the Senate of January 5, 2011, the Sec-
retary of the Senate, on November 4, 
2011, during the adjournment of the 
Senate, received a message from the 
House of Representatives announcing 
that the Speaker had signed the fol-
lowing enrolled bill: 

H.R. 818. An act to direct the Secretary of 
the Interior to allow for prepayment of re-
payment contracts between the United 
States and the Uintah Water Conservancy 
District. 

Under the authority of the order of 
the Senate of January 5, 2011, the en-
rolled bill was signed on November 4, 
2011, during the adjournment of the 
Senate, by the President pro tempore 
(Mr. INOUYE). 

f 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

At 2:03 p.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 
Mrs. Cole, one of its reading clerks, an-
nounced that the House has passed the 
following bills, in which it requests the 
concurrence of the Senate: 

H.R. 2930. An act to amend the securities 
laws to provide for registration exemptions 
for certain crowdfunded securities, and for 
other purposes. 

H.R. 2940. An act to direct the Securities 
and Exchange Commission to eliminate the 
prohibition against general solicitation as a 
requirement for a certain exemption under 
Regulation D. 

H.R. 3321. An act to facilitate the hosting 
in the United States of the 34th America’s 
Cup by authorizing certain eligible vessels to 
participate in activities related to the com-
petition, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the 
House has agreed to the following con-
current resolution, in which it requests 
the concurrence of the Senate: 

H. Con. Res. 86. Concurrent resolution di-
recting the Clerk of the House of Representa-
tives to make corrections in the enrollment 
of H.R. 2061. 

The message further announced that 
the House has passed the following bill, 
without amendment: 

S. 1487. An act to authorize the Secretary 
of Homeland Security, in coordination with 
the Secretary of State, to establish a pro-
gram to issue Asia-Pacific Economic Co-
operation Business Travel Cards, and for 
other purposes. 

The message also announced that 
pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 6913 and the order 
of the House of January 5, 2011, the 
Speaker appoints the following Mem-
bers of the House of Representatives to 
the Congressional-Executive Commis-
sion on the People’s Republic of China: 
Ms. KAPTUR of Ohio and Mr. HONDA of 
California. 

The message further announced that 
pursuant to section 1002 of the Intel-
ligence Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 2003 (Public Law 107–306) as 
amended by section 701(a)(3) of the In-
telligence Authorization Act for Fiscal 

Year 2010 (Public Law 111–259), and the 
order of the House of January 5, 2011, 
the Speaker appoints the following 
Member of the House of Representa-
tives to the National Commission for 
the Review of the Research and Devel-
opment Programs of the United States 
Intelligence Community: Mr. CONWAY 
of Texas. 

f 

MEASURES PLACED ON THE 
CALENDAR 

The following bills were read the sec-
ond time, and placed on the calendar: 

H.R. 1070. An act to amend the Securities 
Act of 1933 to require the Securities and Ex-
change Commission to exempt a certain 
class of securities from such Act. 

H.R. 1965. An act to amend the securities 
laws to establish certain thresholds for 
shareholder registration, and for other pur-
poses. 

The following bill was read the first 
and second times by unanimous con-
sent, and placed on the calendar: 

H.R. 3321. An act to facilitate the hosting 
in the United States of the 34th America’s 
Cup by authorizing certain eligible vessels to 
participate in activities related to the com-
petition, and for other purposes. 

f 

MEASURES READ THE FIRST TIME 

The following bills were read the first 
time: 

H.R. 2930. An act to amend the securities 
laws to provide for registration exemptions 
for certain crowdfunded securities, and for 
other purposes. 

H.R. 2940. An act to direct the Securities 
and Exchange Commission to eliminate the 
prohibition against general solicitation as a 
requirement for a certain exemption under 
Regulation D. 

f 

EXECUTIVE AND OTHER 
COMMUNICATIONS 

The following communications were 
laid before the Senate, together with 
accompanying papers, reports, and doc-
uments, and were referred as indicated: 

EC–3804. A communication from the Senior 
Program Analyst, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; 
Airbus Model A300 B4–600, A300 B4–600R, and 
A300 F4–600R Series Airplanes, and Model 
A300–C4–605R Variant F Airplanes (Collec-
tively Called Model A300–600 Series Air-
planes); Model A310 Series Airplanes; Model 
A318 Series Airplanes; Model A319 Series Air-
planes; Model A320–211, –212, –214, –231, –232, 
and –233 Airplanes; Model A321 Series Air-
planes; Model A330–200 and A330–300 Series 
Airplanes; and Model A340–200, A340–300, 
A340–500, and A340–600 Series Airplanes’’ 
((RIN2120–AA64)(Docket No. FAA–2011–0388)) 
received during adjournment of the Senate 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on October 28, 2011; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–3805. A communication from the Senior 
Program Analyst, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; 
BAE SYSTEMS (OPERATIONS) LIMITED 
Model BAe 146 and Avro 146–RJ Airplanes’’ 
((RIN2120–AA64)(Docket No. FAA–2011–0569)) 

received during adjournment of the Senate 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on October 28, 2011; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–3806. A communication from the Senior 
Program Analyst, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; 
Piper Aircraft, Inc. Airplanes’’ ((RIN2120– 
AA64)(Docket No. FAA–2011–0218)) received 
during adjournment of the Senate in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on Octo-
ber 28, 2011; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–3807. A communication from the Senior 
Program Analyst, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; 
Bombardier, Inc. Model DHC–8–400 Series 
Airplanes’’ ((RIN2120–AA64)(Docket No. 
FAA–2011–0381)) received during adjournment 
of the Senate in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on October 28, 2011; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–3808. A communication from the Senior 
Program Analyst, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; 
Airbus Model A330–200 and –300 Series Air-
planes’’ ((RIN2120–AA64)(Docket No. FAA– 
2011–0224)) received during adjournment of 
the Senate in the Office of the President of 
the Senate on October 28, 2011; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–3809. A communication from the Senior 
Program Analyst, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; M7 
Aerospace LP Airplanes’’ ((RIN2120– 
AA64)(Docket No. FAA–2011–0832)) received 
during adjournment of the Senate in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on Octo-
ber 28, 2011; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–3810. A communication from the Senior 
Program Analyst, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; 328 
Support Services GmbH (Type Certificate 
Previously Held by AvCraft Aerospace 
GmbH; Fairchild Dornier GmbH; Dornier 
Luftfahrt GmbH) Model 328–100 and –300 Air-
planes’’ ((RIN2120–AA64)(Docket No. FAA– 
2011–1163)) received during adjournment of 
the Senate in the Office of the President of 
the Senate on October 28, 2011; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–3811. A communication from the Senior 
Program Analyst, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; 
The Boeing Company Model 767 Airplanes’’ 
((RIN2120–AA64)(Docket No. FAA–2011–0033)) 
received during adjournment of the Senate 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on October 28, 2011; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–3812. A communication from the Senior 
Program Analyst, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; 
Airbus Model A300 B2–1C, A300 B2–203, A300 
B2K–3C, A300 B4–103, A300 B4–203, and A300 
B4–2C Airplanes’’ ((RIN2120–AA64)(Docket 
No. FAA–2011–0389)) received during adjourn-
ment of the Senate in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on October 28, 2011; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 02:06 Nov 08, 2011 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00008 Fmt 0624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A07NO6.006 S07NOPT1jb
el

l o
n 

D
S

K
7S

P
T

V
N

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 S
E

N
A

T
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S7153 November 7, 2011 
EC–3813. A communication from the Senior 

Program Analyst, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; 
Airbus Model A300 B2–1C, A300 B2–203, A300 
B2K–3C, A300 B4–103, A300 B4–203, and A300 
B4–2C Airplanes’’ ((RIN2120–AA64)(Docket 
No. FAA–2011–0389)) received during adjourn-
ment of the Senate in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on October 28, 2011; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–3814. A communication from the Senior 
Program Analyst, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; 
Aviointeriors S.p.A. Passenger Seat 12M Se-
ries, Installed on but not Limited to ATR 
Model ATR42 Airplanes and Model ATR72 
Airplanes’’ ((RIN2120–AA64)(Docket No. 
FAA–2011–1000)) received during adjournment 
of the Senate in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on October 28, 2011; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–3815. A communication from the Senior 
Program Analyst, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Amendment to Description 
of VOR Federal Airway V–299; CA’’ 
((RIN2120–AA66)(Docket No. FAA–2011–1015)) 
received during adjournment of the Senate 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on October 28, 2011; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–3816. A communication from the Senior 
Program Analyst, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Amendment to Description 
of VOR Federal Airway V–299; CA; Technical 
Amendment’’ ((RIN2120–AA66)(Docket No. 
FAA–2011–1015)) received during adjournment 
of the Senate in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on October 28, 2011; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–3817. A communication from the Senior 
Program Analyst, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Amendment of Class D and 
Class E Airspace and Establishment of Class 
E Airspace; Casper, WY’’ ((RIN2120– 
AA66)(Docket No. FAA–2011–0439)) received 
during adjournment of the Senate in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on Octo-
ber 28, 2011; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–3818. A communication from the Senior 
Program Analyst, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Amendment of Class D and 
Class E Airspace and Establishment of Class 
E Airspace; Casper, WY; Correction’’ 
((RIN2120–AA66)(Docket No. FAA–2011–0439)) 
received during adjournment of the Senate 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on October 28, 2011; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–3819. A communication from the Senior 
Program Analyst, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Establishment of Class E 
Airspace; Gordonsville, VA’’ ((RIN2120– 
AA66)(Docket No. FAA–2011–0375)) received 
during adjournment of the Senate in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on Octo-
ber 28, 2011; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–3820. A communication from the Senior 
Program Analyst, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation, 

transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Establishment of Class E 
Airspace; Bumpass, VA’’ ((RIN2120– 
AA66)(Docket No. FAA–2011–0377)) received 
during adjournment of the Senate in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on Octo-
ber 28, 2011; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–3821. A communication from the Senior 
Program Analyst, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Establishment of Class E 
Airspace; New Market, VA’’ ((RIN2120– 
AA66)(Docket No. FAA–2011–0380)) received 
during adjournment of the Senate in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on Octo-
ber 28, 2011; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–3822. A communication from the Senior 
Program Analyst, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Establishment of Class E 
Airspace; Nahunta, GA’’ ((RIN2120– 
AA66)(Docket No. FAA–2011–0727)) received 
during adjournment of the Senate in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on Octo-
ber 28, 2011; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–3823. A communication from the Senior 
Program Analyst, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Establishment of Class E 
Airspace; Chinle, AZ’’ ((RIN2120– 
AA66)(Docket No. FAA–2011–0517)) received 
during adjournment of the Senate in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on Octo-
ber 28, 2011; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–3824. A communication from the Senior 
Program Analyst, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Establishment of Class E 
Airspace; Lebanon, PA’’ ((RIN2120– 
AA66)(Docket No. FAA–2011–0558)) received 
during adjournment of the Senate in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on Octo-
ber 28, 2011; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–3825. A communication from the Senior 
Program Analyst, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Establishment of Class E 
Airspace; Palmyra, PA’’ ((RIN2120– 
AA66)(Docket No. FAA–2011–0394)) received 
during adjournment of the Senate in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on Octo-
ber 28, 2011; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–3826. A communication from the Senior 
Program Analyst, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Amendment of Class E Air-
space; Orangeburg, SC’’ ((RIN2120– 
AA66)(Docket No. FAA–2011–1325)) received 
during adjournment of the Senate in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on Octo-
ber 28, 2011; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–3827. A communication from the Senior 
Program Analyst, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; 
The Boeing Company Model 767 Airplanes’’ 
((RIN2120–AA64)(Docket No. FAA–2010–0033)) 
received during adjournment of the Senate 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on October 28, 2011; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–3828. A communication from the Senior 
Program Analyst, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation, 

transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; 
Airbus Model A330–243F Airplanes Equipped 
with Rolls Royce Trent 700 Series Engines’’ 
((RIN2120–AA64)(Docket No. FAA–2011–0999)) 
received during adjournment of the Senate 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on October 28, 2011; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–3829. A communication from the Senior 
Program Analyst, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; 
Bombardier Inc. Model DHC–8–102, –103, –106, 
–201, –202, –301, –311, and –315 Airplanes; 
Equipped with Certain Cockpit Door Instal-
lations’’ ((RIN2120–AA64)(Docket No. FAA– 
2011–0479)) received during adjournment of 
the Senate in the Office of the President of 
the Senate on October 28, 2011; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–3830. A communication from the Senior 
Program Analyst, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; 
The Boeing Company Model 747–400 and –400F 
Series Airplanes’’ ((RIN2120–AA64)(Docket 
No. FAA–2011–0041)) received during adjourn-
ment of the Senate in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on October 28, 2011; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–3831. A communication from the Senior 
Program Analyst, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; 
Dowty Propellers Type R212/4–30–4/22 and 
R251/4–30–4/49 Propeller Assemblies’’ 
((RIN2120–AA64)(Docket No. FAA–2011–0735)) 
received during adjournment of the Senate 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on October 28, 2011; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–3832. A communication from the Senior 
Program Analyst, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; 
The Boeing Company Model 737–600, –700, 
–700C, –800, and –900 Series Airplanes’’ 
((RIN2120–AA64)(Docket No. FAA–2011–1199)) 
received during adjournment of the Senate 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on October 28, 2011; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–3833. A communication from the Senior 
Program Analyst, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; 
General Electric Company (GE) CT7–8, CT7– 
8A, CT7–8A1, CT7–8E, and CT7–8F5 Turbo-
shaft Engines’’ ((RIN2120–AA64)(Docket No. 
FAA–2011–0392)) received during adjournment 
of the Senate in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on October 28, 2011; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–3834. A communication from the Senior 
Program Analyst, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; 
Fokker Services B.V. Model F.27 Mark 050, 
200, 300, 400, 500, 600, and 700 Airplanes; and 
Model F.28 Airplanes’’ ((RIN2120– 
AA64)(Docket No. FAA–2011–0568)) received 
during adjournment of the Senate in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on Octo-
ber 28, 2011; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–3835. A communication from the Senior 
Program Analyst, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation, 
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transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; 
The Boeing Company Model 737–600, –700, 
–700C, –800, –900, and –900ER Series Air-
planes’’ ((RIN2120–AA64)(Docket No. FAA– 
2008–1118)) received during adjournment of 
the Senate in the Office of the President of 
the Senate on October 28, 2011; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–3836. A communication from the Senior 
Program Analyst, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; 
The Boeing Company Model 777–200, –200LR, 
–300, and –300ER Series Airplanes’’ ((RIN2120– 
AA64)(Docket No. FAA–2010–1312)) received 
during adjournment of the Senate in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on Octo-
ber 28, 2011; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–3837. A communication from the Senior 
Program Analyst, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; 
Dowty Propeller Type R321/4–82–F/8, R324/4– 
82–F/9, R333/4–82–F/12, and R334/4–82–F/13 Pro-
peller Assemblies’’ ((RIN2120–AA64)(Docket 
No. FAA–2010–1270)) received in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on October 31, 
2011; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–3838. A communication from the Senior 
Program Analyst, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; 
Austro Engine GmbH Model E4 Diesel Piston 
Engines’’ ((RIN2120–AA64)(Docket No. FAA– 
2010–1055)) received during adjournment of 
the Senate in the Office of the President of 
the Senate on October 28, 2011; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–3839. A communication from the Senior 
Program Analyst, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; 
The Boeing Company Model 737–600, –700, 
–700C, –800, –900, and –900ER Series Air-
planes’’ ((RIN2120–AA64)(Docket No. FAA– 
2008–1118)) received during adjournment of 
the Senate in the Office of the President of 
the Senate on October 28, 2011; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–3840. A communication from the Senior 
Program Analyst, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; 
Airbus Model A300 B4–600, B4–600R, and F4– 
600R Series Airplanes, and Model C4–605R 
Variant F Airplanes (Collectively Called 
A300–600 Series Airplanes) and A310 Series 
Airplanes’’ ((RIN2120–AA64)(Docket No. 
FAA–2011–0647)) received during adjournment 
of the Senate in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on October 28, 2011; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–3841. A communication from the Senior 
Program Analyst, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; 
The Boeing Company Model DC–8–11, DC–8– 
12, DC–8–21, DC–8–31 , DC–8–32, DC–8–33, DC–8– 
41, DC–8–42, and DC–8–43 Airplanes; Model 
DC–8–50 Series Airplanes; Model DC–8F–54 
and DC–8F–55 Airplanes; Model DC–8–60 Se-
ries Airplanes; Model DC–8–60F Series Air-
planes; Model DC–8–70 Series Airplanes; and 
Model DC–8–70F Series Airplanes’’ ((RIN2120– 
AA64)(Docket No. FAA–2011–0221)) received 

during adjournment of the Senate in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on Octo-
ber 28, 2011; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–3842. A communication from the Senior 
Program Analyst, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; 
Gulfstream Aerospace LP Model Galaxy and 
Gulfstream 200 Airplanes’’ ((RIN2120– 
AA64)(Docket No. FAA–2011–0646)) received 
during adjournment of the Senate in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on Octo-
ber 28, 2011; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–3843. A communication from the Senior 
Program Analyst, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; 
Airbus Model A318, A319, A320, and A321 Se-
ries Airplanes’’ ((RIN2120–AA64)(Docket No. 
FAA–2010–1045)) received during adjournment 
of the Senate in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on October 28, 2011; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–3844. A communication from the Senior 
Program Analyst, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; 
Airbus Model A330–201, –202, –203, –223, and 
–243 Airplanes, Model A330–300 Series Air-
planes, Model A340–200 Series Airplanes, and 
Model A340–300 Series Airplanes’’ ((RIN2120– 
AA64)(Docket No. FAA–2011–0387)) received 
during adjournment of the Senate in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on Octo-
ber 28, 2011; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–3845. A communication from the Senior 
Program Analyst, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; 
Airbus Model A330–200 and –300 Series Air-
planes, and Model A340–200 and –300 Series 
Airplanes’’ ((RIN2120–AA64)(Docket No. 
FAA–2011–0474)) received during adjournment 
of the Senate in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on October 28, 2011; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–3846. A communication from the Senior 
Program Analyst, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; 
Bombardier, Inc. Model DHC–8–400 Series 
Airplanes’’ ((RIN2120–AA64)(Docket No. 
FAA–2011–0151)) received during adjournment 
of the Senate in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on October 28, 2011; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–3847. A communication from the Senior 
Program Analyst, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; 
Bombardier, Inc. Model DHC–8–400 Series 
Airplanes’’ ((RIN2120–AA64)(Docket No. 
FAA–2011–0910)) received during adjournment 
of the Senate in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on October 28, 2011; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–3848. A communication from the Senior 
Program Analyst, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Amendment of Class E Air-
space; Shelby, MT’’ ((RIN2120–AA66)(Docket 
No. FAA–2011–0536)) received during adjourn-
ment of the Senate in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on October 28, 2011; to the 

Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–3849. A communication from the Senior 
Program Analyst, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Amendment of Class E Air-
space; Gary, IN’’ ((RIN2120–AA66)(Docket No. 
FAA–2011–0427)) received during adjournment 
of the Senate in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on October 28, 2011; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–3850. A communication from the Senior 
Program Analyst, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Amendment of Class E Air-
space; Miles City, MT’’ ((RIN2120– 
AA66)(Docket No. FAA–2011–0515) received 
during adjournment of the Senate in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on Octo-
ber 28, 2011; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–3851. A communication from the Senior 
Program Analyst, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Amendment of Class E Air-
space; Shelby, NC’’ ((RIN2120–AA66)(Docket 
No. FAA–2011–0280)) received during adjourn-
ment of the Senate in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on October 28, 2011; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–3852. A communication from the Senior 
Program Analyst, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Amendment of Class E Air-
space; Wrightstown, NJ’’ ((RIN2120– 
AA66)(Docket No. FAA–2011–0623)) received 
during adjournment of the Senate in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on Octo-
ber 28, 2011; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–3853. A communication from the Senior 
Program Analyst, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Amendment of Class E Air-
space; Burlington, VT’’ ((RIN2120– 
AA66)(Docket No. FAA–2011–0243)) received 
during adjournment of the Senate in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on Octo-
ber 28, 2011; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–3854. A communication from the Senior 
Program Analyst, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Amendment of Class E Air-
space; Rutherfordton, NC’’ ((RIN2120– 
AA66)(Docket No. FAA–2010–1330)) received 
during adjournment of the Senate in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on Octo-
ber 28, 2011; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 
The following reports of committees 

were submitted: 
From the Committee on the Judiciary: 
Report to accompany S. 1151, a bill to pre-

vent and mitigate identity theft, to ensure 
privacy, to provide notice of security 
breaches, and to enhance criminal penalties, 
law enforcement assistance, and other pro-
tections against security breaches, fraudu-
lent access, and misuse of personally identi-
fiable information (Rept. No. 112–91). 

f 

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND 
JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

The following bills and joint resolu-
tions were introduced, read the first 
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and second times by unanimous con-
sent, and referred as indicated: 

By Mrs. FEINSTEIN (for herself and 
Mrs. BOXER): 

S. 1810. A bill to authorize improvements 
to flood damage reduction facilities adjacent 
to the American and Sacramento Rivers near 
Sacramento, California, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Environment and 
Public Works. 

By Mr. LIEBERMAN (for himself and 
Mr. BLUMENTHAL): 

S. 1811. A bill to amend title 4 of the 
United States Code to limit the extent to 
which States may tax the compensation 
earned by nonresident telecommuters; to the 
Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. BEGICH: 
S. 1812. A bill to amend the Alaska Natural 

Gas Pipeline Act of 2004 to promote the 
availability of affordable, clean-burning nat-
ural gas to North American markets, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Energy 
and Natural Resources. 

By Mrs. BOXER (for herself, Mr. 
INHOFE, Mr. BAUCUS, and Mr. VITTER): 

S. 1813. A bill to reauthorize Federal-aid 
highway and highway safety construction 
programs, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

By Mrs. GILLIBRAND: 
S. 1814. A bill to amend title XXVIII of the 

Public Health Service Act to reauthorize 
certain provisions relating to public health 
preparedness; to the Committee on Health, 
Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER (for himself and 
Mr. PRYOR): 

S. 1815. A bill to codify and delay the im-
plementation of and compliance dates for a 
final rule relating to interstate transport of 
air pollution; to the Committee on Environ-
ment and Public Works. 

By Mr. LAUTENBERG (for himself and 
Mr. UDALL of New Mexico): 

S. 1816. A bill to amend title 23, United 
States Code, to modify a provision relating 
to minimum penalties for repeat offenders 
for driving while intoxicated or driving 
under the influence; to the Committee on 
Environment and Public Works. 

f 

SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND 
SENATE RESOLUTIONS 

The following concurrent resolutions 
and Senate resolutions were read, and 
referred (or acted upon), as indicated: 

By Mrs. HUTCHISON (for herself and 
Mr. CORNYN): 

S. Res. 312. A resolution commending Girl 
Scouts of the USA on the special occasion of 
its 52nd annual convention and commending 
the commitment of Girl Scouts of the USA 
to the mission of fostering the courage, con-
fidence, and character that girls need to be-
come leaders and make the world a better 
place; considered and agreed to. 

By Ms. CANTWELL (for herself and 
Mrs. MURRAY): 

S. Res. 313. A resolution congratulating the 
University of Washington on its sesqui-
centennial and recognizing the contributions 
of the University of Washington to the State 
of Washington and the United States; consid-
ered and agreed to. 

By Mrs. GILLIBRAND: 
S. Res. 314. A resolution recognizing the 

contributions of Project Chernobyl and 
Project 9/11; to the Committee on Health, 
Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS 

S. 412 
At the request of Mr. LEVIN, the 

name of the Senator from Missouri 
(Mrs. MCCASKILL) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 412, a bill to ensure that 
amounts credited to the Harbor Main-
tenance Trust Fund are used for harbor 
maintenance. 

S. 509 
At the request of Mr. UDALL of Colo-

rado, the name of the Senator from 
Kentucky (Mr. PAUL) was added as a 
cosponsor of S. 509, a bill to amend the 
Federal Credit Union Act, to advance 
the ability of credit unions to promote 
small business growth and economic 
development opportunities, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 720 
At the request of Mr. THUNE, the 

name of the Senator from Kentucky 
(Mr. PAUL) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 720, a bill to repeal the CLASS pro-
gram. 

S. 798 
At the request of Mr. TESTER, the 

name of the Senator from Nebraska 
(Mr. NELSON) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 798, a bill to provide an amnesty 
period during which veterans and their 
family members can register certain 
firearms in the National Firearms Reg-
istration and Transfer Record, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 951 
At the request of Mrs. MURRAY, the 

names of the Senator from Washington 
(Ms. CANTWELL), the Senator from Ar-
kansas (Mr. PRYOR) and the Senator 
from Minnesota (Mr. FRANKEN) were 
added as cosponsors of S. 951, a bill to 
improve the provision of Federal tran-
sition, rehabilitation, vocational, and 
unemployment benefits to members of 
the Armed Forces and veterans, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 968 
At the request of Mr. LEAHY, the 

names of the Senator from Louisiana 
(Mr. VITTER) and the Senator from 
Idaho (Mr. RISCH) were added as co-
sponsors of S. 968, a bill to prevent on-
line threats to economic creativity and 
theft of intellectual property, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 974 
At the request of Ms. SNOWE, the 

name of the Senator from Hawaii (Mr. 
INOUYE) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
974, a bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to expand the tip tax 
credit to employers of cosmetologists 
and to promote tax compliance in the 
cosmetology sector. 

S. 996 
At the request of Mr. ROCKEFELLER, 

the name of the Senator from Con-
necticut (Mr. BLUMENTHAL) was added 
as a cosponsor of S. 996, a bill to amend 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to 
extend the new markets tax credit 
through 2016, and for other purposes. 

S. 1039 
At the request of Mr. CARDIN, the 

name of the Senator from Missouri 

(Mr. BLUNT) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1039, a bill to impose sanctions on 
persons responsible for the detention, 
abuse, or death of Sergei Magnitsky, 
for the conspiracy to defraud the Rus-
sian Federation of taxes on corporate 
profits through fraudulent transactions 
and lawsuits against Hermitage, and 
for other gross violations of human 
rights in the Russian Federation, and 
for other purposes. 

S. 1265 
At the request of Mr. BINGAMAN, the 

name of the Senator from Massachu-
setts (Mr. BROWN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1265, a bill to amend the 
Land and Water Conservation Fund 
Act of 1965 to provide consistent and 
reliable authority for, and for the fund-
ing of, the land and water conservation 
fund to maximize the effectiveness of 
the fund for future generations, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 1301 
At the request of Mr. LEAHY, the 

name of the Senator from Georgia (Mr. 
CHAMBLISS) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 1301, a bill to authorize appropria-
tions for fiscal years 2012 to 2015 for the 
Trafficking Victims Protection Act of 
2000, to enhance measures to combat 
trafficking in persons, and for other 
purposes. 

S. 1444 
At the request of Mr. AKAKA, the 

name of the Senator from California 
(Mrs. FEINSTEIN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1444, a bill to provide for 
the presentation of a United States 
flag on behalf of Federal civilian em-
ployees who are killed while per-
forming official duties or because of 
their status as Federal employees. 

S. 1447 
At the request of Mr. CRAPO, the 

name of the Senator from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. CASEY) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1447, a bill to amend the 
Safe and Drug—Free Schools and Com-
munities Act to authorize the use of 
grant funds for dating violence preven-
tion, and for other purposes. 

S. 1493 
At the request of Ms. MIKULSKI, the 

name of the Senator from Mississippi 
(Mr. COCHRAN) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1493, a bill to provide com-
pensation to relatives of Foreign Serv-
ice members killed in the line of duty 
and the relatives of United States citi-
zens who were killed as a result of the 
bombing of the United States Embassy 
in Kenya on August 7, 1998, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 1527 
At the request of Mrs. HAGAN, the 

names of the Senator from New York 
(Mrs. GILLIBRAND), the Senator from 
Rhode Island (Mr. WHITEHOUSE), the 
Senator from Mississippi (Mr. COCH-
RAN), the Senator from West Virginia 
(Mr. ROCKEFELLER), the Senator from 
New Hampshire (Mrs. SHAHEEN), the 
Senator from Washington (Mrs. MUR-
RAY), the Senator from Virginia (Mr. 
WARNER), the Senator from Illinois 
(Mr. DURBIN), the Senator from Michi-
gan (Ms. STABENOW), the Senator from 
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Florida (Mr. RUBIO) and the Senator 
from West Virginia (Mr. MANCHIN) were 
added as cosponsors of S. 1527, a bill to 
authorize the award of a Congressional 
gold medal to the Montford Point Ma-
rines of World War II. 

S. 1692 
At the request of Mr. BINGAMAN, the 

names of the Senator from Utah (Mr. 
LEE) and the Senator from Arkansas 
(Mr. PRYOR) were added as cosponsors 
of S. 1692, a bill to reauthorize the Se-
cure Rural Schools and Community 
Self-Determination Act of 2000, to pro-
vide full funding for the Payments in 
Lieu of Taxes program, and for other 
purposes. 

S. 1707 
At the request of Mr. BURR, the name 

of the Senator from New Hampshire 
(Ms. AYOTTE) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1707, a bill to amend title 38, 
United States Code, to clarify the con-
ditions under which certain persons 
may be treated as adjudicated men-
tally incompetent for certain purposes. 

S. 1720 
At the request of Mr. MCCAIN, the 

name of the Senator from Texas (Mr. 
CORNYN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1720, a bill to provide American jobs 
through economic growth. 

S. 1750 
At the request of Mr. FRANKEN, the 

name of the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. BLUMENTHAL) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1750, a bill to amend the 
Older Americans Act of 1965 to estab-
lish a Home Care Consumer Bill of 
Rights, to establish State Home Care 
Ombudsman Programs, and for other 
purposes. 

S. 1758 
At the request of Mrs. MCCASKILL, 

the names of the Senator from Okla-
homa (Mr. INHOFE) and the Senator 
from Oklahoma (Mr. COBURN) were 
added as cosponsors of S. 1758, a bill to 
amend the Federal Power Act to pro-
hibit the Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission from requiring the re-
moval or modification of existing 
structures or encroachments in li-
censes of the Commission. 

S. 1804 
At the request of Mr. REED, the name 

of the Senator from New York (Mrs. 
GILLIBRAND) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1804, a bill to amend title IV of 
the Supplemental Appropriations Act, 
2008 to provide for the continuation of 
certain unemployment benefits, and for 
other purposes. 

S.J. RES. 21 
At the request of Mr. MENENDEZ, the 

name of the Senator from Minnesota 
(Mr. FRANKEN) was added as a cospon-
sor of S.J. Res. 21, a joint resolution 
proposing an amendment to the Con-
stitution of the United States relative 
to equal rights for men and women. 

S.J. RES. 29 
At the request of Mr. UDALL of New 

Mexico, the names of the Senator from 
Connecticut (Mr. BLUMENTHAL) and the 
Senator from Minnesota (Mr. FRANKEN) 

were added as cosponsors of S.J. Res. 
29, a joint resolution proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States relating to contributions 
and expenditures intended to affect 
elections. 

S. RES. 180 
At the request of Mr. RUBIO, the 

name of the Senator from Maine (Ms. 
COLLINS) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
Res. 180, a resolution expressing sup-
port for peaceful demonstrations and 
universal freedoms in Syria and con-
demning the human rights violations 
by the Assad regime. 

f 

STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

By Mrs. FEINSTEIN (for herself 
and Mrs. BOXER): 

S. 1810. A bill to authorize improve-
ments to flood damage reduction facili-
ties adjacent to the American and Sac-
ramento Rivers near Sacramento, Cali-
fornia, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Mr. President, I 
rise today to introduce the Natomas 
Basin Flood Protection Improvements 
Act of 2011. 

This legislation will authorize the 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers to im-
prove the flood control infrastructure 
in the Sacramento area, safeguarding 
many thousands of homes and busi-
nesses. 

There is a pressing need to improve 
levees in Sacramento, a city that is 
perpetually cited as one of our Nation’s 
most at-risk for severe flooding. 

But even in this high-risk city, there 
are priority areas. Natomas, which lies 
between the American and Sacramento 
rivers, is the top priority for Sac-
ramento flood control. 

More than 100,000 people in the 
Natomas flood plain are at high or 
moderate risk of flooding. 

The vast majority of these homes 
would be inundated with over 10 feet of 
water should a levee break. 

In some places, inundation levels 
would exceed 20 feet. 

The risk is clear. Estimates by the 
Army Corps of Engineers put the risk 
of levee failure at 1 in 3. Damages from 
a single flood could top $7 billion. 

Recognizing the need to upgrade the 
levees in Natomas, the Corps of Engi-
neers completed a Chief’s Report in De-
cember 2010 that identified $1.1 billion 
in essential levee improvements. 

According to the report, the principal 
levee modifications include the wid-
ening of 41.9 miles of existing levees; 
installation of about 34.8 miles of soil 
bentonite cutoff wall; installation of 
8.3 miles of seepage berms, and bridge 
remediation on State Route 99. 

In addition, the report recommends 
the creation of 75 acres of canal habi-
tat, 200 acres of Marsh habitat, and 60 
acres of woodland habitat to ensure the 
project complies with the Endangered 
Species Act. 

The cost of these improvements will 
be significant, but the burden will be 

shared. The Chief’s Report recommends 
that the costs of the improvements be 
split between the federal government 
and state and local stakeholders. 

The report recommends roughly a 65 
percent federal share and a 35 percent 
state and local share. 

The Sacramento Area Flood Control 
Agency, SAFCA, and the California De-
partment of Water Resources have 
taken the cost-share agreement to 
heart and are outpacing the Corps of 
Engineers. They have begun their work 
on the project even before the federal 
work has been authorized. 

SAFCA and California have already 
invested more than $320 million in the 
Natomas Basin project and repaired 
about 18 miles of the basin’s 42 miles of 
levees. By the end of 2012, this amount 
will increase to $370 million. 

I want to take a moment to recognize 
SAFCA and the people of Sacramento 
for their efforts. They have put their 
money where their mouth is. This 
project would not be possible without 
the significant leadership and re-
sources they have already committed. 

County voters twice approved special 
tax assessments, in 2007 and 2011, to 
raise local funds needed to improve the 
levee system. These assessments will 
provide more than $80 million of local 
funds for flood control projects. In ad-
dition, local interests have provided an 
additional $40 million in advance of 
federal participation for which credit 
will be sought, that is a total commit-
ment thus far of $120 million 

The most recent assessment passed 
overwhelmingly, 84.5 percent of voters 
supported the measure. 

Sacramento residents and home-
owners understand that this levee im-
provement project is critical to the 
safety and viability of their commu-
nity. Even during the worst economic 
downturns in a generation, voters 
stood together, passed the measure and 
sent a definitive message to Congress. 

I also want to recognize Representa-
tive DORIS MATSUI, author of com-
panion legislation in the House and a 
champion on this issue. I have had the 
pleasure of working with my good 
friend from Sacramento on flood con-
trol for nearly a decade, and her com-
mitment and advocacy is unparalleled. 

I want to reinforce the importance of 
this legislation. If Sacramento levees 
fail, the results will be devastating 
Sacramento International Airport, 
which serves 4.4 million passengers per 
year and is the primary air-cargo hub 
for the region, will be largely under-
water. 

Interstate 5, Interstate 80 and State 
Route 99 will be closed or restricted. 
These roads serve as freight arteries 
and facilitate the passage of more than 
2,500 trucks per day. 

Access to the Port of West Sac-
ramento, the city’s primary seaport, 
will be jeopardized. 

Flooding in Sacramento is not a 
question of if, but when. 

Recordbreaking storms hit the region 
in 1951, 1956, 1964, 1986 and 1997. 
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During the 1997 storm, levee failures 

in the nearby cities of Olivehurst, 
Arboga, Wilton, Manteca and Modesto 
caused mass evacuations and millions 
of dollars in damages. 

An even more devastating flood oc-
curred in 1861 when the American River 
Levee failed. California’s newly elected 
Governor, Leland Stanford, was forced 
to take a row-boat to his inauguration 
and the state capital was temporarily 
moved to San Francisco. 

In January of this year, the U.S. Geo-
logical Survey released a study enti-
tled ‘‘ARkStorm’’ that examined the 
impacts of an atmospheric river storm 
event in California. This storm sce-
nario produced rainfall levels seen once 
every 500 to 1,000 years. 

In this model, the Central Valley 
would experience 300 miles of flooding, 
20 or more miles wide. Evacuations 
could involve 1.5 million residents, 
with hundreds of landslides damaging 
roads, highways, and homes. 

There is a statistical possibility that 
the cataclysmic scenario run by the 
U.S.G.S. will occur in our lifetime. The 
possibility is small, but it could hap-
pen. 

So we must be prepared if it does. 
The Natomas Basin Flood Protection 

Improvements Act of 2011 is one small 
step toward achieving that. 

This legislation addresses the needs 
of one of the highest-risk communities 
in our Nation. 

While this legislation isn’t cheap, the 
cost-share relieves a sizable share of 
the Federal responsibility. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
legislation. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the text of the bill be printed 
in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

S. 1810 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Natomas 
Basin Flood Protection Improvements Act of 
2011’’. 
SEC. 2. PROJECT MODIFICATION, AMERICAN AND 

SACRAMENTO RIVERS, CALIFORNIA. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The project for flood 

damage reduction, American and Sac-
ramento Rivers, California, authorized by 
section 101(a)(1) of the Water Resources De-
velopment Act of 1996 (Public Law 104–303; 
110 Stat. 3662; 113 Stat. 319; 117 Stat. 1839; 121 
Stat. 1947), is modified to authorize the Sec-
retary of the Army, acting through the Chief 
of Engineers, to construct improvements to 
flood damage reduction facilities adjacent to 
the American and Sacramento Rivers in the 
vicinity of Sacramento, California, substan-
tially in accordance with the report of the 
Chief of Engineers entitled ‘‘American River 
Watershed (Common Features) Project, 
Natomas Basin, Sacramento and Sutter 
Counties, California’’, and dated December 
30, 2010, at an estimated total cost of 
$1,389,500,000, with an estimated Federal cost 
of $921,200,000 and an estimated non-Federal 
cost of $468,300,000. 

(b) CREDIT FOR NON-FEDERAL WORK.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The non-Federal interest 

shall receive credit for expenses and in-kind 
contributions incurred by the non-Federal 
interest in carrying out a project described 
in subsection (a) for planning, design, and 
construction of the project and acquisition 
of any land, easement, right-of-way, reloca-
tion, and dredged material disposal area for 
the project. 

(2) APPLICATION OF CREDIT.—The credit 
under paragraph (1) shall be applied toward 
the non-Federal share of— 

(A) the project; or 
(B) any other project for which the non- 

Federal interest has entered into a cost-shar-
ing agreement with the Secretary. 

(3) LIMITATION ON STATUTORY CONSTRUC-
TION.—Nothing in this subsection limits the 
ability of the non-Federal interest to pursue 
credit or reimbursement for work performed 
by the non-Federal interest in connection 
with the project under any other law (includ-
ing regulations), authority, or procedure, in-
cluding section 104 of the Water Resources 
Development Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2214). 

By Mr. ALEXANDER (for himself 
and Mr. PRYOR): 

S. 1815. A bill to codify and delay the 
implemenlation of and compliance 
dates for a final rule relating to inter-
state transport of air pollution; to the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, 
later this week the Senate will vote on 
a resolution to disapprove the Clean 
Air Act rule designed to limit the blow-
ing of powerplant pollution from one 
State to another. In my opinion, over-
turning the rule would throw the mat-
ter back to regulators, back to courts, 
back to lawsuits, and back into a 
delay. 

Senator PRYOR of Arkansas and I are 
introducing today S. 1815. We have sent 
it to the desk. It is bipartisan legisla-
tion that will provide what we believe 
is a better approach, and that approach 
is to enact the clean air rule into law 
but give utilities 1 additional year in 
which to comply with it. Our approach 
would provide certainty and cleaner air 
at the lowest possible cost to rate-
payers. 

The motion to overturn the clean air 
rule will be offered by the junior Sen-
ator from Kentucky, Mr. PAUL. 

Tennesseans admire much about our 
Kentucky neighbors. We admire their 
bluegrass, we admire their basketball, 
we admire their distinguished Sen-
ators. But Tennesseans don’t want 
Kentucky’s State income tax, and we 
don’t want Kentucky’s dirty air. We 
also know our neighbors in North Caro-
lina don’t want Tennessee’s dirty air 
blowing into North Carolina because 
they have told us that through law-
suits in the courts, which they have 
won. 

Air pollution blowing from one State 
into another makes our citizens sick, 
especially our younger Tennesseans 
and our older Tennesseans. Air pollu-
tion blowing from other States into 
our State is a jobs issue. Pollution 
makes our Great Smoky Mountains 

more like the ‘‘Great Smoggy Moun-
tains.’’ We like to see our mountains 
and we like for the 9 million visitors 
who come to visit us every year to stay 
a long time and to spend a lot of money 
because that supports our schools and 
it supports our State revenue. 

Dirty air blowing into Tennessee 
from other States makes it harder for 
us to create jobs in yet another way. I 
remember 30 years ago when I was Gov-
ernor of Tennessee and the Nissan cor-
poration came to our State. The very 
first thing Nissan did when it came to 
Tennessee was to go down to the State 
Air Quality Board and ask for an air 
quality permit in order to operate its 
paint plant. Fortunately, the air qual-
ity in the Nashville area was clean 
enough that Nissan could locate there. 
If Nissan hadn’t been able to obtain an 
air quality permit to operate its paint 
plant, it would have been in Georgia or 
some other State. As a result the auto 
jobs which have come to Tennessee in 
the tens of thousands over the last 30 
years would most likely have went to 
some other State. 

So dirty air blowing from Kentucky 
into Tennessee or Tennessee into North 
Carolina or from any State into an-
other State makes it harder for the re-
cipient State’s communities to get 
their quality permits. It makes it hard-
er, for example, for us to say to Volks-
wagen and its suppliers: We can provide 
a home to you because our air is clean 
enough so that you can get our air 
quality permit. 

Mr. President, in 2005, the Bush ad-
ministration first put into place the 
predecessor to the Cross-State Air Pol-
lution Rule that we will be voting on 
later this week. Federal courts found 
that the Bush rule was flawed in some 
technical respects and ordered the En-
vironmental Protection Agency to 
write a new rule, which some now seek 
to overturn by means of the Congres-
sional Review Act. The Bush clean air 
rule that was put in place in 2005 has 
now been there for 6 years. Many utili-
ties have already taken steps to com-
ply with it. 

The pollution standards in the new 
rule we will be voting on are about the 
same as those established in the 2005 
Bush rule. As an example of costs, the 
Tennessee Valley Authority, the Na-
tion’s largest public utility, tells us 
that complying with the amended rule 
will cost its ratepayers between $1 and 
$2 a month. 

We often hear, and I will have to say 
that a lot of those comments often 
come from our side of the aisle, that it 
is the job of Congress, not the bureau-
crats and the courts, to write the clean 
air rules. The commonsense legislation 
that Senator PRYOR and I offer today is 
an opportunity for Congress to do its 
job in a way that will clean the air at 
the lowest possible cost to ratepayers. 
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SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS 

SENATE RESOLUTION 312—COM-
MENDING GIRL SCOUTS OF THE 
USA ON THE SPECIAL OCCASION 
OF ITS 52ND ANNUAL CONVEN-
TION AND COMMENDING THE 
COMMITMENT OF GIRL SCOUTS 
OF THE USA TO THE MISSION OF 
FOSTERING THE COURAGE, CON-
FIDENCE, AND CHARACTER THAT 
GIRLS NEED TO BECOME LEAD-
ERS AND MAKE THE WORLD A 
BETTER PLACE 
Mrs. HUTCHISON (for herself and 

Mr. CORNYN) submitted the following 
resolution; which was considered and 
agreed to: 

S. RES. 312 

Whereas, on March 12, 1912, founder Juli-
ette Gordon Low organized the first troop of 
Girl Scouts of the USA (referred to in this 
preamble as ‘‘Girl Scouts’’); 

Whereas, on March 16, 1950, Girl Scouts be-
came the first national organization for girls 
to be granted a Federal charter by Congress; 

Whereas Girl Scouts regularly informs 
Congress of its progress and program initia-
tives through annual reports; 

Whereas Girl Scouts actively promotes ini-
tiatives to help young women discover their 
full potential by— 

(1) instilling a sound foundation of positive 
values; 

(2) developing a sense of service; 
(3) facilitating creative decision-making; 

and 
(4) turning girls into model citizens and 

leaders of their community, the country, and 
the world; 

Whereas Girl Scouts is holding its 52nd 
Convention in November 2011 in Houston, 
Texas; 

Whereas the 2011 Girl Scout Leadership In-
stitute, which will run at the 52nd Conven-
tion, encourages young women, ages 13 to 18, 
to explore and build skills in math, science, 
business, and technology to prepare for fu-
ture success in the increasingly competitive 
global marketplace; 

Whereas the 2011 Girl Scout Leadership In-
stitute, under the theme of ‘‘Leadership and 
Innovation, the Next 100 Years’’— 

(1) seeks to advance leadership opportuni-
ties for girls; 

(2) promotes programs that offer advanced 
curriculum; 

(3) engages over 1,200 young women from 
across the globe; 

(4) connects young women to industry pro-
fessionals; 

(5) builds the interest of young women in 
innovation and technology; 

(6) addresses global issues; and 
(7) teaches life-long leadership abilities 

and teamwork skills in an interactive envi-
ronment; 

Whereas Girl Scouts has renewed the focus 
on involving girls in ‘‘innovative, hands-on 
experiences in science, technology, engineer-
ing, and math’’ (referred to in this preamble 
as ‘‘STEM’’) that ‘‘strengthen the natural 
aptitudes of girls and acquaint them with 
new career options and tools for future inde-
pendence’’; 

Whereas Girl Scouts develops girl-centered 
programs that— 

(1) are attuned to the ever-changing needs 
of women working in the current global mar-
ket; and 

(2) encourage girls to actively engage in 
STEM activities, facilitating valuable real- 
world experiences that are integral to devel-
oping the next female leaders of the United 
States; 

Whereas Girl Scouts remains a preeminent 
organization with 3,200,000 members, dedi-
cated solely to— 

(1) inspiring generations of girls to reach 
for their goals, challenge stereotypes, and 
develop to their full potential; and 

(2) advancing opportunities for women to 
accomplish feats previously thought impos-
sible for the female gender; and 

Whereas Girl Scouts has significantly con-
tributed to the advancement of the United 
States for 100 years by instilling in young 
women the leadership qualities on which the 
strength of the United States depends: Now, 
therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) commends Girl Scouts of the USA for 

organizing— 
(A) the 2011 National Council Session and 

the 52nd Convention; 
(B) the 2011 Girl Scout Leadership Insti-

tute; and 
(C) the 2011 ‘‘Leadership and Innovation, 

the Next 100 Years’’ workshops; and 
(2) commends Girl Scouts of the USA for 

continuing to create learning opportunities 
and activities for young women to develop 
strong leadership values and life skills. 

f 

SENATE RESOLUTION 313—CON-
GRATULATING THE UNIVERSITY 
OF WASHINGTON ON ITS SESQUI-
CENTENNIAL AND RECOGNIZING 
THE CONTRIBUTIONS OF THE 
UNIVERSITY OF WASHINGTON TO 
THE STATE OF WASHINGTON 
AND THE UNITED STATES 

Ms. CANTWELL (for herself and Mrs. 
MURRAY) submitted the following reso-
lution; which was considered and 
agreed to: 

S. RES. 313 

Whereas the University of Washington was 
founded on November 4, 1861, making it the 
oldest public university on the west coast of 
the United States; 

Whereas the University of Washington has 
since grown into an internationally ac-
claimed research university, spanning 3 cam-
puses in the greater Puget Sound area and 
enrolling nearly 50,000 students, including 
international students from 18 countries; 

Whereas the faculty of the University of 
Washington has been repeatedly recognized 
for excellence, including through the award-
ing of 4 Nobel Prizes and 15 ‘‘Genius Grants’’ 
by the MacArthur Foundation, among other 
awards; 

Whereas research at the University of 
Washington has played a critical role in sup-
porting the advancement of knowledge and 
industry in the State of Washington and the 
rest of the country; 

Whereas the University of Washington 
serves as a cultural hub for the Seattle com-
munity through world-class venues such as 
the Henry Art Gallery and Meany Hall for 
the Performing Arts; 

Whereas the University of Washington is 
home to the Daniel J. Evans School of Public 
Affairs, the oldest institution dedicated to 
public policy at a public institution of higher 
education; 

Whereas, for more than 100 years, the Uni-
versity of Washington’s Henry M. Jackson 
School of International Studies has been at 
the forefront of international education and 
research, with a particular educational em-
phasis on the relations of the United States 
to the Asia-Pacific Region; 

Whereas the University of Washington 
Medical School and its associated hospitals 
have been recognized as some of the finest 
medical facilities in the world, home to the 

inventors of the first long-term procedure for 
kidney dialysis and the world’s first multi-
disciplinary pain care center, as well as help-
ing train physicians throughout the western 
United States through partnerships with 
medical schools in Wyoming, Alaska, Mon-
tana, and Idaho; and 

Whereas November 4, 2011, is the 150th an-
niversary of the founding of the University 
of Washington: Now therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) honors the University of Washington on 

its sesquicentennial; 
(2) recognizes the contributions of the Uni-

versity of Washington to the State of Wash-
ington and the United States; 

(3) salutes the University of Washington’s 
distinguished legacy of academic excellence, 
path-breaking research, and partnership 
with its community; and 

(4) extends its congratulations to the stu-
dents, faculty, staff, and alumni of the Uni-
versity of Washington. 

f 

SENATE RESOLUTION 314—RECOG-
NIZING THE CONTRIBUTIONS OF 
PROJECT CHERNOBYL AND 
PROJECT 9/11 

Mrs. GILLIBRAND submitted the fol-
lowing resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee on Health, Edu-
cation, Labor, and Pensions: 

S. RES. 314 

Whereas Project Chernobyl is an important 
organization in the United States addressing 
the high risk of thyroid cancer among people 
living in the United States who are from 
countries affected by the Chernobyl nuclear 
accident; 

Whereas Project Chernobyl has expanded 
services to offer thyroid screenings to the 
general population in regions with a high in-
cidence of thyroid cancer; 

Whereas Project Chernobyl is addressing 
the high medical costs of diagnosis and 
treatment of thyroid cancer by introducing 
and implementing innovative, minimally 
invasive techniques that allow for rapid, low 
cost treatment; 

Whereas Project Chernobyl is initiating 
and funding research directed toward devel-
oping new diagnostic and treatment meth-
odologies for thyroid cancer and other thy-
roid diseases; 

Whereas Project Chernobyl has organized 
Project 9/11, a dedicated effort to identify 
and treat thyroid cancer among 9/11 first re-
sponders; and 

Whereas Project Chernobyl and Project 9/11 
are providing an extraordinary service to 
members of the 9/11 community and first re-
sponders who are suffering from thyroid can-
cer: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate commends 
Project 9/11 and its work to assist the 9/11 
community in early treatment and detection 
of thyroid cancer. 

f 

AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND 
PROPOSED 

SA 924. Mr. MCCAIN (for himself, Mr. 
ROCKEFELLER, Mr. JOHANNS, Mr. BARRASSO, 
Mr. ENZI, and Ms. MURKOWSKI) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 674, to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to repeal the imposi-
tion of 3 percent withholding on certain pay-
ments made to vendors by government enti-
ties, to modify the calculation of modified 
adjusted gross income for purposes of deter-
mining eligibility for certain healthcare-re-
lated programs, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 
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TEXT OF AMENDMENTS 

SA 924. Mr. McCAIN (for himself, Mr. 
ROCKEFELLER, Mr. JOHANNS, Mr. BAR-
RASSO, Mr. ENZI, and Ms. MURKOWSKI) 
submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 674, 
to amend the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 to repeal the imposition of 3 per-
cent withholding on certain payments 
made to vendors by government enti-
ties, to modify the calculation of modi-
fied adjusted gross income for purposes 
of determining eligibility for certain 
healthcare-related programs, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

In title I of Division B, insert after section 
117 the following: 

Sec. 118. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, none of the funds appropriated or 
otherwise made available by this or any 
other Act may be used to pay compensation 
for senior executives at the Federal National 
Mortgage Association or Federal Home Loan 
Mortgage Corporation in the form of bo-
nuses, during any period of conservatorship 
for those entities on or after the date of en-
actment of this Act. 

f 

NOTICE OF HEARING 

COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND NATURAL 
RESOURCES 

Mr. BINGAMAN. Mr. President, I 
would like to announce for the infor-
mation of the Senate and the public 
that a hearing has been scheduled be-
fore the Committee on Energy and Nat-
ural Resources. The hearing will be 
held on Tuesday, November 15, 2011, at 
10:00 a.m., in room SD–366 of the Dirk-
sen Senate Office Building. 

The purpose of the hearing is to re-
ceive testimony on the Department of 
Energy’s Quadrennial Technology Re-
view (QTR) and two bills pending be-
fore the Committee: 

S. 1703—Quadrennial Energy Review 
Act of 2011, and 

S. 1807—Energy Research and Devel-
opment Coordination Act of 2011 

Because of the limited time available 
for the hearing, witnesses may testify 
by invitation only. However, those 
wishing to submit written testimony 
for the hearing record should send it to 
the Committee on Energy and Natural 
Resources, United States Senate, 304 
Dirksen Senate Office Building, Wash-
ington, DC 20510–6150, or by email to 
Meagan_Gins@energy.senate.gov. 

For further information, please con-
tact Jennifer Nekuda Malik at 202–224– 
5479, Linda Lance at 202–224–7556, or 
Meagan Gins at 202–224–0883. 

f 

UNANIMOUS CONSENT AGREE-
MENT—EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 

Mr. MERKLEY. I ask unanimous 
consent that notwithstanding rule 
XXII, at 12 noon, Tuesday, November 8, 
2011, the Senate proceed to Executive 
Session to consider Calendar No. 405, 
under the previous order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 

Mr. MERKLEY. I ask unanimous 
consent that the Senate proceed to ex-
ecutive session to consider Calendar 
No. 465, that the nomination be con-
firmed with no intervening action or 
debate; that no further motions be in 
order to the nomination; that any 
statements related to the nomination 
be printed in the RECORD; that the 
President be immediately notified of 
the Senate’s action and the Senate 
then resume legislative session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Mr. President, I 
support the confirmation of the Presi-
dent’s nominee to be the first inspector 
general of the intelligence community, 
Irvin Charles McCullough III. 

The position of Inspector General of 
the Intelligence Community—or ICIG— 
was created in the fiscal year 2010 In-
telligence Authorization Act, after sev-
eral years of effort to have the position 
enacted. The reason to have a Commu-
nity-wide inspector general is similar 
to the reason to have a Director of Na-
tional Intelligence. 

The ICIG is intended to review, and 
conduct oversight on, intelligence ac-
tivities across the 16 agencies that 
make up the intelligence community, 
as well as the Office of the DNI, instead 
of having every agency—and its IG— 
operate within its own stovepipe. 

In recent years, the intelligence 
agencies have worked more closely to-
gether. This has improved performance 
and reduced duplication, but it has also 
made the oversight work of individual 
agency inspectors general more dif-
ficult. 

The Intelligence Committee saw 
there was a need to create an inspector 
general with authority and oversight of 
the entire intelligence community, and 
one who could look at issues that cut 
across individual agencies. 

That view was reinforced by the rel-
ative weakness of the inspector general 
position in the Office of the DNI that 
was authorized as part of the Intel-
ligence Reform Act of 2004. 

Thus, the committee pushed to have 
created the inspector general of the in-
telligence community, to be confirmed 
by the Senate and given the statutory 
authorities and independence of other 
Senate-confirmed inspectors general. 

Mr. McCullough is well-qualified to 
be this first ICIG. He has long experi-
ence conducting investigations both as 
an inspector general and a FBI agent. 
He is an attorney and is well-familiar 
with the intelligence community. 

Mr. McCullough currently serves as 
the deputy inspector general of the 
DNI’s Office of the Inspector General. 
From 2003 to 2010, he was an assistant 
inspector general for the National Se-
curity Agency. He served from 2001–2003 
as senior counsel for law enforcement 
and intelligence in the Office of the 
General Counsel, U.S. Department of 

the Treasury and was for 10 years in 
the Federal Bureau of Investigation as 
attorney, special agent and supervisory 
special agent. 

The Intelligence Committee received 
Mr. McCullough’s nomination in Au-
gust. After Mr. McCullough answered 
the committee’s questionnaire and pre-
hearing questions, we held a public 
hearing with him on September 22. On 
October 4, the Intelligence Committee 
voted out Mr. McCullough’s nomina-
tion on a rollcall vote of 15 to 0. His 
nomination was also considered in the 
Homeland Security and Government 
Affairs Committee and has moved for-
ward by unanimous consent. 

This important post will now be 
filled, and Mr. McCullough is qualified 
and prepared to take on the respon-
sibilities and authorities of the posi-
tion. 

I support his confirmation. 
The nomination considered and con-

firmed is as follows: 
OFFICE OF THE DIRECTOR OF NATIONAL 

INTELLIGENCE 
Irvin Charles McCullough III, of Maryland, 

to be Inspector General of the Intelligence 
Community, Office of the Director of Na-
tional Intelligence. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ate resumes legislative session. 
f 

COMMENDING THE GIRL SCOUTS 
OF THE USA 

Mr. MERKLEY. I ask unanimous 
consent that the Senate now proceed to 
the consideration of S. Res. 312, which 
was submitted earlier today. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the resolution by 
title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
A resolution (S. Res. 312) commending Girl 

Scouts of the USA on the special occasion of 
its 52nd annual convention and commending 
the commitment of Girl Scouts of the USA 
to the mission of fostering the courage, con-
fidence, and character that girls need to be-
come leaders and make the world a better 
place. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to the resolution. 

Mr. MERKLEY. I ask unanimous 
consent that the resolution be agreed 
to, the preamble be agreed to, and the 
motion to reconsider be laid upon the 
table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The resolution (S. Res. 312) was 
agreed to. 

The preamble was agreed to. 
The resolution, with its preamble, 

reads as follows: 
S. RES. 312 

Whereas, on March 12, 1912, founder Juli-
ette Gordon Low organized the first troop of 
Girl Scouts of the USA (referred to in this 
preamble as ‘‘Girl Scouts’’); 

Whereas, on March 16, 1950, Girl Scouts be-
came the first national organization for girls 
to be granted a Federal charter by Congress; 

Whereas Girl Scouts regularly informs 
Congress of its progress and program initia-
tives through annual reports; 
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Whereas Girl Scouts actively promotes ini-

tiatives to help young women discover their 
full potential by— 

(1) instilling a sound foundation of positive 
values; 

(2) developing a sense of service; 
(3) facilitating creative decision-making; 

and 
(4) turning girls into model citizens and 

leaders of their community, the country, and 
the world; 

Whereas Girl Scouts is holding its 52nd 
Convention in November 2011 in Houston, 
Texas; 

Whereas the 2011 Girl Scout Leadership In-
stitute, which will run at the 52nd Conven-
tion, encourages young women, ages 13 to 18, 
to explore and build skills in math, science, 
business, and technology to prepare for fu-
ture success in the increasingly competitive 
global marketplace; 

Whereas the 2011 Girl Scout Leadership In-
stitute, under the theme of ‘‘Leadership and 
Innovation, the Next 100 Years’’— 

(1) seeks to advance leadership opportuni-
ties for girls; 

(2) promotes programs that offer advanced 
curriculum; 

(3) engages over 1,200 young women from 
across the globe; 

(4) connects young women to industry pro-
fessionals; 

(5) builds the interest of young women in 
innovation and technology; 

(6) addresses global issues; and 
(7) teaches life-long leadership abilities 

and teamwork skills in an interactive envi-
ronment; 

Whereas Girl Scouts has renewed the focus 
on involving girls in ‘‘innovative, hands-on 
experiences in science, technology, engineer-
ing, and math’’ (referred to in this preamble 
as ‘‘STEM’’) that ‘‘strengthen the natural 
aptitudes of girls and acquaint them with 
new career options and tools for future inde-
pendence’’; 

Whereas Girl Scouts develops girl-centered 
programs that— 

(1) are attuned to the ever-changing needs 
of women working in the current global mar-
ket; and 

(2) encourage girls to actively engage in 
STEM activities, facilitating valuable real- 
world experiences that are integral to devel-
oping the next female leaders of the United 
States; 

Whereas Girl Scouts remains a preeminent 
organization with 3,200,000 members, dedi-
cated solely to— 

(1) inspiring generations of girls to reach 
for their goals, challenge stereotypes, and 
develop to their full potential; and 

(2) advancing opportunities for women to 
accomplish feats previously thought impos-
sible for the female gender; and 

Whereas Girl Scouts has significantly con-
tributed to the advancement of the United 
States for 100 years by instilling in young 
women the leadership qualities on which the 
strength of the United States depends: Now, 
therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) commends Girl Scouts of the USA for 

organizing— 
(A) the 2011 National Council Session and 

the 52nd Convention; 
(B) the 2011 Girl Scout Leadership Insti-

tute; and 
(C) the 2011 ‘‘Leadership and Innovation, 

the Next 100 Years’’ workshops; and 
(2) commends Girl Scouts of the USA for 

continuing to create learning opportunities 
and activities for young women to develop 
strong leadership values and life skills. 

CONGRATULATING THE 
UNIVERSITY OF WASHINGTON 

Mr. MERKLEY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent the Senate proceed 
to the immediate consideration of S. 
Res. 313, submitted earlier today. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the resolution by 
title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
A resolution (S. Res. 313) congratulating 

the University of Washington on its sesqui-
centennial and recognizing the contributions 
of the University of Washington to the State 
of Washington and the United States. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolution. 

Mr. MERKLEY. I ask unanimous 
consent the resolution be agreed to, 
the preamble be agreed to, the motions 
to reconsider be laid upon the table, 
with no intervening action or debate, 
and any statements be printed in the 
RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The resolution (S. Res. 313) was 
agreed to. 

The preamble was agreed to. 
The resolution, with its preamble, 

reads as follows: 
S. RES. 313 

Whereas the University of Washington was 
founded on November 4, 1861, making it the 
oldest public university on the west coast of 
the United States; 

Whereas the University of Washington has 
since grown into an internationally ac-
claimed research university, spanning 3 cam-
puses in the greater Puget Sound area and 
enrolling nearly 50,000 students, including 
international students from 18 countries; 

Whereas the faculty of the University of 
Washington has been repeatedly recognized 
for excellence, including through the award-
ing of 4 Nobel Prizes and 15 ‘‘Genius Grants’’ 
by the MacArthur Foundation, among other 
awards; 

Whereas research at the University of 
Washington has played a critical role in sup-
porting the advancement of knowledge and 
industry in the State of Washington and the 
rest of the country; 

Whereas the University of Washington 
serves as a cultural hub for the Seattle com-
munity through world-class venues such as 
the Henry Art Gallery and Meany Hall for 
the Performing Arts; 

Whereas the University of Washington is 
home to the Daniel J. Evans School of Public 
Affairs, the oldest institution dedicated to 
public policy at a public institution of higher 
education; 

Whereas, for more than 100 years, the Uni-
versity of Washington’s Henry M. Jackson 
School of International Studies has been at 
the forefront of international education and 
research, with a particular educational em-
phasis on the relations of the United States 
to the Asia-Pacific Region; 

Whereas the University of Washington 
Medical School and its associated hospitals 
have been recognized as some of the finest 
medical facilities in the world, home to the 
inventors of the first long-term procedure for 
kidney dialysis and the world’s first multi-
disciplinary pain care center, as well as help-
ing train physicians throughout the western 
United States through partnerships with 
medical schools in Wyoming, Alaska, Mon-
tana, and Idaho; and 

Whereas November 4, 2011, is the 150th an-
niversary of the founding of the University 
of Washington: Now therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) honors the University of Washington on 

its sesquicentennial; 
(2) recognizes the contributions of the Uni-

versity of Washington to the State of Wash-
ington and the United States; 

(3) salutes the University of Washington’s 
distinguished legacy of academic excellence, 
path-breaking research, and partnership 
with its community; and 

(4) extends its congratulations to the stu-
dents, faculty, staff, and alumni of the Uni-
versity of Washington. 

f 

MEASURES PLACED ON THE 
CALENDAR—H.R. 1070 AND H.R. 1965 

Mr. MERKLEY. Mr. President, I un-
derstand there are two bills at the desk 
due for a second reading. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will read the bills for the second 
time. 

A bill (H.R. 1070) to amend the Securities 
Act of 1933 to require the Securities and Ex-
change Commission to exempt a certain 
class of securities from such Act. 

A bill (H.R. 1965) to amend the securities 
laws to establish certain thresholds for 
shareholder registration, and for other pur-
poses. 

Mr. MERKLEY. Mr. President, I ob-
ject to any further proceedings with re-
spect to these bills en bloc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion having been heard, the bills will be 
placed on the calendar under rule XIV. 

f 

MEASURES READ THE FIRST TIME 
EN BLOC—H.R. 2930 AND H.R. 2940 

Mr. MERKLEY. I understand there 
are two bills at the desk, and I ask for 
their first reading en bloc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bills 
will be read for the first time by title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H.R. 2930) to amend the securities 

laws to provide for registration exemptions 
for certain crowdfunded securities, and for 
other purposes. 

A bill (H.R. 2940) to direct the Securities 
and Exchange Commission to eliminate the 
prohibition against general solicitation as a 
requirement for a certain exemption under 
Regulation D. 

Mr. MERKLEY. I ask for a second 
reading en bloc, and I object to my own 
request en bloc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion having been heard, there will be a 
second reading on the next legislative 
day. 

f 

ORDERS FOR TUESDAY, 
NOVEMBER 8, 2011 

Mr. MERKLEY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the Sen-
ate completes its business today, the 
Senate adjourn until 10 a.m. on Tues-
day, November 8, 2011; that following 
the prayer and pledge, the Journal of 
proceedings be approved to date, the 
morning hour be deemed expired, and 
the time for the two leaders be re-
served for their use later in the day; 
that following any leader remarks, the 
Senate be in a period of morning busi-
ness for 1 hour, with Senators per-
mitted to speak therein for up to 10 
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minutes each, with the time equally di-
vided and controlled between the two 
leaders or their designees, with the ma-
jority controlling the first half and the 
Republicans controlling the final half; 
that following morning business, the 
Senate resume consideration of the 
motion to proceed to H.R. 674, the 3 
Percent Withholding Repeal Act, 
postcloture; further, that at 12 p.m. the 
Senate proceed to executive session 
under the previous order and that when 
the Senate resumes legislative session 
following the rollcall vote on confirma-
tion of the Wallach nomination, the 
Senate recess until 2:15 p.m. to allow 
for the weekly caucus meetings; fi-
nally, that all time during adjourn-
ment, morning business, executive ses-
sion, and recess count postcloture on 
the motion to proceed to H.R. 674. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

PROGRAM 

Mr. MERKLEY. Mr. President, there 
will be a rollcall vote at approximately 
12:15 p.m. tomorrow on confirmation of 
the Wallach nomination. Additionally, 
we expect to begin consideration of 
H.R. 674 during tomorrow’s session. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL 10 A.M. 
TOMORROW 

Mr. MERKLEY. Mr. President, if 
there is no further business to come be-
fore the Senate, I ask unanimous con-
sent that it adjourn under the previous 
order. 

There being no objection, the Senate, 
at 6:36 p.m., adjourned until Tuesday, 
November 8, 2011, at 10 a.m. 

f 

DISCHARGED NOMINATIONS 

The Senate Committee on Homeland 
Security and Governmental Affairs was 
discharged from further consideration 

of the following nominations under the 
authority of the order of the Senate of 
January 7, 2009 and the nominations 
were placed on the Executive Calendar: 

* IRVIN CHARLES MCCULLOUGH III, OF MARYLAND, TO 
BE INSPECTOR GENERAL OF THE INTELLIGENCE COMMU-
NITY, OFFICE OF THE DIRECTOR OF NATIONAL INTEL-
LIGENCE. 

* DAVID A. MONTOYA, OF TEXAS, TO BE INSPECTOR 
GENERAL, DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN DE-
VELOPMENT. 

*Nominee has committed to respond 
to requests to appear and testify before 
any duly constituted committee of the 
Senate. 

f 

CONFIRMATION 

Executive nomination confirmed by 
the Senate November 7, 2011: 

OFFICE OF THE DIRECTOR OF NATIONAL 
INTELLIGENCE 

IRVIN CHARLES MCCULLOUGH III, OF MARYLAND, TO 
BE INSPECTOR GENERAL OF THE INTELLIGENCE COMMU-
NITY, OFFICE OF THE DIRECTOR OF NATIONAL INTEL-
LIGENCE. 
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